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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effecL  most 
of  which  are  key^  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
week. 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5  CFR  Part  410 

RIN  3206-AE60 

Training 

agency:  Office  of  Personnel 

Management 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (0PM)  is  issuing  final 
regulations  to  implement  provisions  of 
Public  Law  101-510,  dated  November  5, 
1990.  That  law  amended  the  statute 
governing  Federal  employee  training  by 
adding  a  provision  directing  that  0PM, 
throu^  its  training  regulations,  allow 
agencies  to  authorize  training  without 
regard  to  the  constraints  in  the  training 
law  on  “academic  degree  training,”  if 
the  training  is  necessary  to  assist  in  the 
recruitment  or  retention  of  employees  in 
shortage  occupations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  8. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Marjorie  Budd,  (202)  632-0255  or 
(FTS)  632-0255. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Public 
Law  101-510  (National  Defense 
Authorization  Act  for  Fiscal  Year  1991) 
amended  the  training  law  (5  U.S.C 
chapter  41)  by  providing  in  5  U.S.C.  4107 
that  OPM  include,  as  an  exception  to 
constraints  in  the  training  law, 
provisions  in  its  regulations  under  which 
agencies  may  authorize  training  leading 
to  an  academic  degree,  if  necessary  to 
assist  in  the  recruitment  or  retention  of 
employees  in  occupations  in  which  there 
are  existing  or  anticipated  shortages  of 
qualified  personnel,  especially  in  those 
with  critical  skills. 

On  September  6, 1991,  OPM  published 
proposed  regulations  (56  FR  44012)  to 
implement  the  new  5  U.S.C.  4107 
provision.  The  comment  period,  which 


was  60  days  from  the  date  of 
publication,  ended  on  November  5, 1991. 
Comments  were  received  from  twelve 
agencies  and  one  interested  individual, 
lliere  was  general  concurrence  with  the 
proposed  regulation,  with  four  agencies 
concurring  in  the  proposal  without 
change.  The  following  summarizes  the 
comments,  suggestions  and  actions 
taken. 

Waivers 

Several  agencies  recommended  that 
OPM  delegate  to  agency  heads  the 
ability  to  waive  limitations  in  5  U.S.C. 
4106  on  the  training  of  employees 
through  non-Govemment  facilities  so 
that  agencies  would  have  sufficient 
flexibility  to  use  degree  training  as  an 
effective  recruitment  and  retention  tool 
Specifically,  agencies  requested 
delegation  to  agency  heads  of  the 
authority  to  waive  die  following 
provisions  of  tide  5,  United  States  Code: 
Section  4106(a)(1),  which  limits  the 
number  of  staffiyears  of  non- 
Govemment  training  an  agency  can 
provide  annually  to  one  percent  of  its 
total  staff-years  of  civilian  employment 
for  that  year  section  4106(a)(2),  which 
restricts  employees  with  less  than  one 
year  of  currenL  continuous  civilian 
service  from  taking  training  through 
non-Govemment  facilities;  and  section 
4106(a)(3),  which  limits  the  amount  of 
time  an  employee  may  spend  in  non- 
Govemment  training  to  one  year  during 
any  ten  year  period.  The  ability  to 
redelegate  the  above  waiver  authorities 
within  the  agencies  was  also  requested. 

We  have  determined  that  no  change  is 
necessary  to  modify  the  effects  of 
section  4106(a)(1)  of  title  5,  United 
States  Code,  because  5  CFR  410.506(a) 
already  allows  the  head  of  an  agency  to 
waive  this  limitation  when  non- 
Govemment  facilities  provide  the  only 
available  training — as  would  normally 
be  the  case  regaining  training  for  a 
degree.  Similarly,  imder  5  CFR 
410.506(b),  section  4106(a)(2)  of  title  5, 
United  States  Code,  can  be  waived  by 
the  agency  head  when  he  or  she 
determines  that  postponement  of  the 
training  until  the  employee  has  one  year 
of  currenL  continuous  service  would  be 
contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Moreover,  there  is  nothing  in  5  CFR 
410.506(a)  or  (b)  to  prevent  redelegation 
of  either  of  the  two  waiver  authorities 
discussed  in  this  paragraph  to 
appropriate  levels  within  the  agency. 


We  have,  however,  changed  the  new 
rule  to  allow  agency  heads  to  waive 
section  4106(a)(3)  of  title  5.  United 
States  Code,  the  section  of  the  training 
law  that  limits  non-Govenunent  training 
for  an  employee  to  one-year-in-ten  years 
of  service,  when  non-Govemment 
degree  training  is  being  supported  for 
employees  encumbering  or  training  for 
shortage  occupations.  We  agree  that  the 
ability  to  waive  the  one-year-in-ten 
provision  is  needed  so  that  agencies  can 
have  the  option  of  fully  supporting 
training  for  the  time  period  needed  to 
achieve  the  objective  of  the  training. 
Agencies  must  document  use  of  this  new 
waiver  authority  in  the  Official 
Personnel  Folders  of  the  employees  for 
whom  it  is  exercised. 

Note:  Because  this  change  is  applicable 
only  to  shortage  occupations,  the  two-years- 
in-ten  waiver  ceiling  in  section  5  CFR 
410.506(8X2)  does  not  apply. 

We  considered  it  desirable  to  leave 
exercise  of  the  new  waiver  authority  to 
the  discretion  of  agency  heads.  For  this 
reason  the  rule  change  did  not  make  the 
waiver  automatic,  as  two  agencies 
suggested.  However,  since  no  limitation 
has  been  placed  on  the  level  at  which 
the  waiver  authority  can  be  exercised, 
agency  heads  may  delegate  it  to 
appropriate  levels  to  facilitate  effective 
use  of  the  new  rule. 

Training  Covered 

Several  agencies  wanted  clarification 
about  the  kinds  of  degrees  included 
under  “academic  degree  training.” 

While  the  level  of  training  would  be 
determined  in  individual  cases  by  the 
circiunstances  of  those  cases,  there  are 
no  general  restrictions  placed  by  the 
legislation  or  this  rule  on  type  or  level  of 
degree. 

Inquiry  was  received  as  to  the 
applicability  of  5  CFR  410.511  to  training 
for  certificates  or  licenses.  The 
legislative  history  shows  no  indication 
of  intent  to  define  a  certificate  or  license 
as  a  degree.  Thus,  fees  paid  to  obtain 
such  items  would  not  be  covered  under 
the  new  law  or  this  mle.  However, 
training  involved  in  preparing  for  a 
certificate  or  license — ^whether  through 
Government  or  non-Govemment 
facilities — may  be  authorized  if  it  meets 
the  needs  of  the  position,  regardless  of 
whether  a  shortage  occupation  is 
involved  (see  the  Comptroller  General’s 
decision  M  Comp.  Gen.  759).  Coverage 
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and  applicability  of  academic  degree 
training  will  be  dealt  with  in  more  detail 
in  Federal  Personnel  Manual  Chapter 
410. 

Agencies  also  sought  clarification  as 
to  whether  academic  degree  training 
could  be  provided  during  either  duty  or 
non-duty  hours,  or  both.  There  are  no 
limitations  in  this  regard.  As  is  true  of 
any  training,  agency  policy  and  cost- 
effectiveness  considerations  will 
determine  whether  academic  degree 
training  will  be  taken  during  or  after 
work. 

One  agency  wanted  to  know  whether 
cost-effectiveness  of  educational 
institutions  means  agencies  must  choose 
the  least  expensive  school  providing  the 
training  sought,  and/or  require  that 
generic  courses  be  taken  at  inexpensive 
schools  and  transferred  to  schools 
providing  appropriate  degrees.  Our 
response  is  that  agencies  must  choose 
schools  or  approaches  that  are  the  most 
effective,  economical,  and  timely,  as  is 
true  now  under  5  CFR  410.502(a). 

Occupations  and  Appointments  Covered 

Several  agencies  had  questions  or 
suggestions  about  the  occupations  and 
types  of  appointments  to  be  covered 
under  the  new  regulation.  It  was 
suggested  that  the  authority  be 
expanded  to  cover  all  occupations. 
However,  current  law  will  not  allow 
this;  only  shortage  occupations  are 
covered,  with  particular  focus  on 
occupations  involving  critical  skills,  as 
emphasized  in  the  legislation. 

There  were  also  questions  regarding 
whether  pre-determined  shortages 
include  all  situations  where  special 
salary  rates  have  been  granted.  We 
have  added  the  phrase,  “for  an 
occupational  group"  to  paragraph  (b)(1). 
of  the  rule,  which  pertains  to 
predetermined  shortages  based  on 
special  salary  rates  established  under  5 
U.S.C.  5305,  to  clarify  that  pre¬ 
determined  shortages  in  this  rule  pertain 
to  occupations.  This  coverage  is 
specified  in  the  enabling  legislation, 
Pliblic  Law  101-510,  which  states  that 
“the  head  of  an  agency  may  provide 
(degree)  training  *  *  *  if  necessary  to 
assist  in  the  recruitment  or  retention  of 
employees  in  occupations  in  which  the 
Government  has  or  anticipates  a 
shortage  of  qualified  personnel  •  * 
(emphasis  added). 

One  agency  asked  whether  academic 
degree  training  would  be  allowed  for 
employees  of  all  positions  with  “typing" 
in  their  title  in  a  locality  where  such 
positions  were  declared  a  shortage  and 
were  covered  by  a  special  salary  rate. 
The  agency  was  further  concerned  that 
persons  occupying  similar  positions 
without  “typing"  in  the  title  would  be 


unfairly  excluded  from  academic  degree 
training.  Since  assignment  of  a  special 
salary  rate  to  a  particular  occupational 
group  under  5  U.S.C.  5305  is  based  on  an 
objective  assessment  that  recruiting/ 
retention  problems  exist  for  that 
particular  group,  shortage  positions  with 
“typing"  in  the  title  that  are  assigned 
such  special  salary  rates  would  be 
covered.  However,  an  agency's  decision 
about  whether  to  use  academic  degree 
training  for  recruitment  purposes  for 
such  positions  also  would  be  based  on 
paragraph  (g)(1)  Authorization  of 
training,  which  states  that  “Training 
*  *  *  may  be  authorized  under  this 
section  to  address  a  recruitment 
problem  to  the  extent  that  it  qualifies  an 
employee  in  a  shortage  position  *  *  *” 
(emphasis  added).  Similarly,  the 
agency's  decision  to  use  academic 
degree  training  for  retention  purposes 
would  be  based  on  paragraph  (g)(2)  of 
the  new  rule,  which  states  that 
“Training  may  be  authorized  under  this 
section  for  the  purpose  of  retaining  an 
employee  in  a  shortage  occupation  *  *  * 
if  it  involves  a  course  of  study  which  is 
mainly  selected  for  its  potential 
contribution  to  effective  performance  in 
that  occupation." 

One  agency  asked  whether  pre¬ 
determined  shortages  in  positions  filled 
by  members  of  the  National  Defense 
Executive  Reserve  Program  (paragraph 
410.511(b)(2))  referred  to  positions 
vacated  by  members  of  the  Executive 
Reserve  Program  or  positions  filled  by 
these  members  in  the  event  the  cadre  is 
activated  to  deal  with  a  national 
emergency.  The  inclusion  of  this 
Program  under  pre-determined  shortages 
is  to  provide  for  any  special  training  that 
might  be  needed  for  the  new  positions 
the  cadre  would  occupy. 

There  was  also  a  request  for 
clarification  on  what  was  meant  in 
paragraph  (a)(5)  by  “any  position  which 
is  excepted  from  the  competitive  service 
because  of  its  confidential,  policy¬ 
determining,  policy-making,  or  policy- 
advocating  character."  This  wording  is 
taken  directly  from  the  enabling  Act, 
and  generally  refers  to  Schedule  C 
positions  and  positions  to  which 
individuals  are  appointed  by  the 
President. 

Continued  Service  Agreements 

One  individual  and  one  agency  asked 
about  the  applicability  of  continued 
service  agreements  under  the  new  rule. 
The  existing  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  4108 
and  5  CFR  410.508  and  410.509  on 
employee  agreements  to  continue  in 
service  after  training  will  apply  to 
training  for  an  academic  degree. 


Recruitment  Methods,  Appointments, 
and  Other  Considerations 

Several  questions  were  asked 
regarding  methods  to  be  used  for 
recruiting  and  filling  positions  for  which 
academic  degree  training  would  be 
provided.  Some  issues  of  general 
concern  are  discussed  here,  but  others 
are  about  operational  and  advisory 
matters  that  would  not  normally  be 
included  in  a  rule.  In  accordance  with 
OPM  practice,  these  issues  will  be  dealt 
with  in  the  Federal  Personnel  Manual. 

Briefly,  recipients  of  academic  degree 
training  must  be  qualified  for  the 
positions  they  occupy  while  being 
trained.  For  example,  they  might  occupy 
interim  positions,  such  as  “technician" 
jobs  while  gaining  qualifications  for  the 
target  position  of  the  training. 

Candidates  can  be  selected  fi'om  within 
or  recruited  from  outside  the  agency. 

Also,  academic  degree  training  is 
allowable  whether  the  current  position, 
or  a  different  target  position,  is  in  the 
shortage  category,  so  long  as  the 
training  selected  meets  the  appropriate 
criteria  for  recruitment  or  retention 
specified  in  paragraph  (g)  Authorization 
of  training.  To  allow  maximum 
flexibility  to  agencies,  any  available 
appointment  mechanism  can  be  used  so 
long  as  it  allows  the  continued  service 
agreement  period  to  be  fulfilled,  and  it  is 
not  an  appointment  to  a  position 
excepted  from  the  competitive  service 
due  to  its  confidential,  policy¬ 
determining,  policy-making,  or  policy- 
advocating  nature. 

One  agency  objected  to  the  level  of 
detail  in  the  guidelines  on  recruitment 
contained  in  paragraph  410.511(d).  It 
was  felt  that  agencies  should  provide 
their  own  recruitment  criteria.  However, 
the  consensus  of  agencies  consulted  on 
this  matter  was  that  such  criteria 
provide  appropriate  guidance  in 
selecting  positions  or  occupations  upon 
which  to  focus  academic  degree 
training.  We  believe  the  criteria  will 
provide  assistance  in  developing  a  cost- 
effective  approach. 

In  a  similar  vein,  in  view  of  new 
options  arising  from  the  Federal 
Employees  Pay  Comparability  Act  of 
1990  and  the  Defense  Authorization  Act 
for  Fiscal  Year  1991,  we  have  added 
paragraph  410.511(a)(3),  which  enjoins 
agencies  to  consider  the  degree  to  which 
other  monetary  inducements  such  as 
special  salary  rates  and  student  loan 
repayments  may  already  have  alleviated 
the  shortage  situation. 

Several  minor  editorial  changes  to  the 
rule  have  been  made  to  improve  clarity. 
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Executive  Order  12291,  Federal 
Regulation 

1  have  determined  that  this  is  not  a 
major  rule  as  defined  in  Executive  Order 
12291,  Federal  Regulation. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

1  certify  that  these  regulations  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  they  affect  only  Federal 
employees  and  agencies. 

List  of  Subjects  in  5  CFR  Part  410 

Authority  delegation.  Education, 
Govenunent  employees.  Manpower 
training  programs.  Personnel 
Management  Office. 

Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Constance  Berry  Newman, 

Director. 

Accordingly,  the  Office  of  Persormel 
Management  amends  5  CFR  part  410  as 
follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  410  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  4101,  et  seq.;  E.O. 

11348,  3  CFR,  1967  Comp.  p.  275  S  410.503  also 
issued  under  5  U.S.C.  5364.  $  410.506, 

§  410.511,  and  §  410.602  also  issued  under  5 
U.S.C.  1104.  S  410.902  also  issued  under  42 
U.S.C.  4746. 

2.  Section  410.511  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§410^11  Exceptions  to  tfM  constraints  on 
“academic  degree  training”  to  relieve 
recruitment  or  retention  problems. 

(a)  General  (1)  An  agency  may 
authorize  training  not  otherwise 
allowable  under  5  U.S.C.  4107(c)  if  the 
training: 

(1)  Is  necessary  to  assist  in  the 
recruitment  or  retention  of  an  employee 
in  an  occupation  in  which  it  has  or 
anticipates  a  shortage  of  qualified 
personnel,  as  discussed  in  paragraphs 

(b)  and  (C)  of  this  section,  especially  in 
occupations  involving  critical  skills,  and 

(ii)  Meets  the  conditions  of  this 
section. 

(2)  In  exercising  the  authority  in  this 
section,  an  agency  shall  give  priority  to 
relieving  shortages  in  occupations  which 
it  has  determined  involve  skills  critical 
to  its  mission. 

(3)  In  reviewing  the  need  to  provide 
training  under  this  section,  an  agency 
shall  give  appropriate  consideration  to 
any  special  salary  rate,  student  loan 
repayment,  or  other  monetary 
inducement  authorized  by  law  already 
provided  or  being  provided  which 
contributes  to  the  alleviation  of  the 
staffing  problem  in  the  occupation 
targeted  by  that  training, 

(4)  In  exercising  the  authority  in  this 
section,  an  agency  shall,  consistent  with 


the  merit  system  principles  set  forth  in  5 
U.S.C.  2301(b)(1)  and  (2),  take  into 
consideration  the  need  to  maintain  a 
balanced  workforce  in  which  women 
and  members  of  racial  and  ethnic 
minority  groups  are  appropriately 
represented  in  the  agency. 

(5)  The  authority  in  this  section  shall 
not  be  exercised  on  behalf  of  any 
employee  occupying,  or  seeking  to 
quality  for  appointment  to,  any  position 
which  is  excepted  from  the  competitive 
service  because  of  its  confidential, 
policy-determining,  policy-making,  or 
policy-advocating  character. 

(6)  An  agency’s  policies  established 
pursuant  to  §  410.301(a)  of  this  part  shall 
cover  decisions  to  authorize  training 
imder  this  section  to  ensure  that: 

(i)  The  determination  to  pay  for 
degree  training  is  made  by  the  agency 
head  or  other  officials  to  whom  the 
authority  has  been  delegated,  (ii)  The 
authority  is  used  so  as  to  address  the 
agency's  recruitment  and  retention 
problems  expeditiously  through 
appropriate  delegations  of  authority, 
and  (iii)  Consideration  is  given  to  the 
cost-effectiveness  of  educational 
institutions  in  selecting  training  facilities 
imder  §  410.502(a)  of  this  subpart. 

(b)  Pre-determined  shortages.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  section,  there  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  shortage  of  qualified 
personnel  in  positions — 

(1)  For  which  a  special  salary  rate 
schedule  established  for  an 
occupational  group  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C 
5305  is  in  effect; 

(2)  Filled  by  members  of  the  National 
Defense  Executive  Reserve  program 
who  are  called  to  duty  in  the  event  of  a 
national  emergency; 

(3)  For  which  direct-hire  authority  has 
been  granted  by  0PM,  covering  all 
positions  in  a  specific  series,  grade,  and 
geographic  location; 

(4)  Identified  by  law  as  having  such  a 
shortage;  or 

(5)  Identified  by  a  Federal  agency  as 
having  such  a  shortage  when  authorized 
by  law  to  do  so. 

(c)  Shortage  determinations  by 
employing  agency.  If  a  determination  of 
a  shortage  as  described  in  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  has  not  been  made  which 
would  be  applicable  to  a  particular 
recruitment  or  retention  problem,  an 
agency  may,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
section,  determine  that  it  either  has  or 
anticipates  a  shortage  of  qualified 
personnel,  using  the  criteria  in 
paragraph  (d)  or  (e)  of  this  section,  as 
appropriate. 

(d)  Recruitment  problem.  Before 
determining  that  an  agency  has  or 
anticipates  a  problem  in  the  recruitment 
of  qualified  personnel  for  a  particular 
position,  an  agency  shall  make  a 


reasonable  recruitment  effort.  In  making 
a  reasonable  recruitment  effort,  an 
agency  will  consider  the  following: 

(1)  For  a  position  in  the  competitive 
service,  the  results  of  requests  for 
referral  of  eligibles  from  the  appropriate 
competitive  examination.  For  a  position 
in  the  excepted  service,  the  agency’s 
objectives  and  staffing  procedures. 

(2)  Contacts  with  State  Employment 
Service  office(s)  serving  the  locality 
concerned. 

(3)  Contacts  with  academic 
institutions,  technical  and  professional 
organizations,  and  other  organizations 
likely  to  produce  qualified  candidates 
for  the  position,  including  women’s  and 
minority-group  organizations. 

(4)  The  possibility  of  relieving  the 
shortage  through  broader  publicity  and 
recruitment. 

(5)  The  availability  of  qualified 
candidates  within  the  agency’s  current 
work  force. 

(6)  The  possibility  of  relieving  the 
shortage  through  job  engineering  or 
training  of  current  employees. 

(e)  Retention  problem.  Before 
determining  that  an  agency  has  or 
anticipates  a  problem  in  the  retention  of 
qualified  personnel  in  a  particular 
occupation,  an  agency  shall  consider  the 
following: 

(1)  The  ease  with  which  an  agency 
could  replace  the  employee  with 
someone  of  comparable  background. 

(2)  The  current  and  project^  vacancy 
rates  in  the  occupation. 

(3)  The  rate  of  turnover  in  the 
occupation. 

(4)  Technological  changes  affecting 
the  occupation  and  long-range 
predictions  affecting  staffing  for  the 
occupation. 

(f)  Continuing  problems.  An  agency 
may  use  a  determination  made  under 
paragraph  (d)  or  (e)  of  this  section  to 
address  recruitment  or  retention 
problems  through  training  imder  this 
section  if — 

(1)  The  problems  are  similar  in 
essential  characteristics  (occupation, 
series,  grade,  geographic  locality)  to  that 
covered  by  the  initial  determination:  and 

(2)  It  has  evidence  that  the  original 
problem  is  a  continuing  one,  A 
reassessment  of  a  ’’continuing’’ 
recruitment  or  retention  problem  shall 
be  made  periodically. 

(g)  Authorization  of  training.  (1) 
Training,  which  is  full  or  part-time,  may 
be  authorized  under  this  section  to 
address  a  recruitment  problem  to  the 
extent  that  it  qualifies  an  employee  in  a 
shortage  position  identified  under 
paragraph  (b)  or  (d)  of  this  section,  if  the 
agency  makes  a  finding  that  there  is 
reasonable  expectation  that  the 
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employee  would  be  employed  in  the 
position  after  the  training. 

(2)  Training  may  be  authorized  under 
this  section  for  the  purpose  of  retaining 
an  employee  in  a  shortage  occupation 
identified  under  paragraph  (b)  or  (e)  of 
this  section,  if  it  involves  a  course  of 
study  which  is  mainly  selected  for  its 
potential  contribution  to  effective 
performance  in  that  occupa'  ion. 

(h)  Waiver  authority.  The  head  of  an 
agency  may  waive  the  limitation  of 
training  to  one-year-in-ten  years  of 
service  in  section  4106(a)(3)  of  title  5, 
United  States  Code,  for  individual 
employees  receiving  training  under  this 
section  when  the  following  conditions 
are  met: 

(1)  The  employee  is  ser\'ing  under  a 
career  or  career  conditional 
appointment,  or  other  appointment 
allowing  adequate  opportunity  for  the 
employee  to  fulfill  the  obligation  to 
continue  in  the  service  of  the  agency  as 
required  by  section  4108  of  title  5. 

United  States  Code;  and 

(2)  A  record  of  use  of  the  authority  is 
inserted  in  the  employee's  Official 
Personnel  Folder  containing  the 
information  required  in  paragraph 
(j)(2)(iii)  of  this  section. 

(i)  Monitoring  of  training.  (1)  An 
agency  shall  monitor  training 
assignments  made  under  this  section. 
Continuation  of  an  employee  in  a 
training  assignment  under  this  section 
shall  be  bas^  on — 

(1)  An  expectation  that  the  shortage 
determination  serving  as  the  basis  for 
the  training  has  continuing  validity;  and 

(ii)  A  determination  that  academic 
and  job  performance  while  in  the  course 
of  study  are  to  the  agency's  satisfaction. 

(2)  An  agency  shall  assess  the 
contribution  of  training  assignments 
under  this  section  to  the  resolution  of 
recruitment  or  retention  problems  in  its 
shortage  occupations. 

(j)  Documentation.  (1)  In  exercising 
the  authority  in  this  section,  an  agency 
shall  retain  in  the  servicing  personnel 
office  for  3  years  or  some  period  of  time 
beyond  completion  of  training  or 
degree — 

(1)  A  record  of  the  employees  who  are 
assigned  to  training  under  this  section; 
and 

(ii)  A  record  of  any  finding  that  a 
determination  under  paragraph  (f)  of 
this  section  is  a  continuing  one,  showing 
the  evidence  leading  to  that  finding  and 
any  reassessment  of  such  a  finding. 

(2)  As  a  separate  record,  the  servicing 
personnel  office  shall  keep  in  the 
Official  Personnel  Folder  of  each  such 
employee  the  following  information: 

(i)  Justification  for  the  shortage 
determination.  If  made  under  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  the  nature  of  that 


determination  is  identiHed.  If  made 
under  paragraph  (d)  or  (e)  of  this 
section,  the  shortage  is  described  (in 
terms  of  occupational  series,  grade  or 
grade  range,  geographical  locality,  and 
organizational  assignment)  and  the 
agency's  Hndings  are  recorded. 

(ii)  Kind  of  training  (e.g.,  cooperative- 
education  tuition  assistance  program, 
continuing  professional/technical 
education,  retraining  for  occupational 
change);  a  description  of  the  field  of 
study;  and  the  nature  of  any  degree 
pursued  under  the  training  program. 

(iii)  A  record  of  any  use  of  the 
authority  to  waive  the  limitation  in 
section  4106(a)(3)  of  title  5,  United 
States  Code,  as  allowed  in  paragraph  (h) 
of  this  section,  showing: 

(A)  The  amount  of  training  through 
non-Govemment  facilities  already 
received  in  the  employee's  current 
decade  of  service  which  counts  toward 
the  limitation. 

(B)  The  period  for  which  the  waiver  is 
required,  showing  the  month  and  year  in 
which  it  is  to  begin  and  the  estimated 
time  needed  to  achieve  the  objective  of 
the  training.  (The  period  to  be  covered 
by  the  waiver  should  not  commence 
imtil  completion  of  any  period  of 
training  already  authorized  by  a  waiver 
granted  under  5  CFR  410.506(d)). 

(C)  The  projected  beginning  of  the 
employee's  next  decade  of  service. 

(D)  A  statement  indicating  the 
potential  effect  postponement  of  the 
training  until  the  next  decade  of  service 
would  have  on  achievement  of  the 
training  objective,  including  retention  of 
the  employee. 

(iv)  A  written  continued  service 
agreement  as  described  in  5  CFR  410.508 
and  410.509. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10600  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  905 

[Docket  No.  FV-92-046IR] 

Oranges,  GrapefruiL  Tangerines,  and 
Tangelos  Grown  in  Florida;  Temporary 
Relaxation  of  Grade  Requirements  for 
Red  and  White  Seedless  Grapefruit 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Interim  Hnal  rule. 


SUMMARY:  This  rule  relaxes  minimum 
grade  requirements  for  domestic 
shipments  of  red  and  white  seedless 
grapefruit  to  U.S.  No.  2  Russet  from 
Improved  No.  2  through  August  16, 1992. 


The  external  requirements  of  the  U.S. 

No.  2  Russet  grade  permits  additional 
amounts  of  discoloration  than  allowed 
under  the  Improved  No.  2  grade,  while 
the  internal  quality  requirements  for 
both  grades  are  the  same.  This  action  is 
based  on  this  season's  current  and 
prospective  crop  and  market  conditions, 
and  on  the  grade  composition  of  the 
remaining  grapefruit  supplies. 

DATES:  This  interim  final  rule  becomes 
effective:  April  30, 1992.  Comments 
which  are  received  by  June  8, 1992  will 
be  considered  prior  to  any  finalization 
of  this  interim  final  rule. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments 
concerning  this  rule  to:  Docket  Clerk, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS. 
USDA.  P.O.  Box  96456,  room  2525-S, 
Washington,  DC  20090-6456.  Three 
copies  of  all  written  material  shall  be 
submitted,  and  they  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
office  of  the  Docket  Clerk  during  regular 
business  hours.  All  comments  should 
reference  the  docket  number,  date,  and 
page  number  of  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gary  D.  Rasmussen,  Marketing 
Specialist,  Marketing  Order 
Administration  Branch,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  USDA.  P.O. 
Box  96456,  room  2525-S,  Washington. 

DC  20090-6456;  telephone:  (202)  720- 
5331. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
interim  final  rule  is  issued  under 
Marketing  Agreement  and  Marketing 
Order  No.  905,  both  as  amended  (7  CFR 
part  905),  regulating  the  handling  of 
oranges,  grapefruit,  tangerines,  and 
tangelos  grown  in  Florida.  This  order  is 
effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.G  601-674),  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  Act. 

This  interim  final  rule  has  been 
reviewed  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  (Department)  in  accordance 
with  Departmental  Regulation  1512-1 
and  the  criteria  contained  in  Executive 
Order  12291  and  has  been  determined  to 
be  a  “non-major"  rule. 

This  interim  final  rule  has  been 
reviewed  under  Executive  Order  12778. 
Civil  Justice  Reform.  This  action  is  not 
intended  to  have  retroactive  effect.  This 
interim  final  rule  will  not  preempt  any 
state  or  local  laws,  regulations,  or 
policies,  unless  they  present  an 
irreconcilable  conflict  with  this  rule. 

The  Act  provides  that  administrative 
proceedings  must  be  exhausted  before 
parties  may  file  suit  in  court  Under 
section  ec(15)(A)  of  the  Act,  any  handler 
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subject  to  an  order  may  file  with  the 
Secretary  a  petition  stating  that  the 
order,  any  provision  of  the  order,  or  any 
obligation  imposed  in  connection  with 
the  order  is  not  in  accordance  with  law 
and  requesting  a  modification  of  the 
order  or  to  be  exempted  therefrom.  A 
handler  is  afforded  the  opportunity  for  a 
hearing  on  the  petition.  After  the  hearing 
the  Secretary  would  rule  on  the  petition. 
The  Act  provides  that  the  district  court 
of  the  United  States  in  any  district  in 
which  the  handler  is  an  inhabitant,  or 
has  his  principal  place  of  business,  has 
jurisdiction  in  equity  to  review  the 
Secretary’s  ruling  on  the  petition, 
provided  a  bill  in  equity  is  filed  not  later 
than  20  days  after  date  of  the  entry  of 
the  ruling. 

Pursuant  to  requirements  set  forth  in 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA),  the 
Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  (AMS)  has 
considered  the  economic  impact  of  this 
..  action  on  small  entities. 

The  purpose  of  the  RFA  is  to  fit 
regulatory  actions  to  the  scale  of 
business  subject  to  such  actions  in  order 
that  small  businesses  will  not  be  unduly 
or  disproportionately  burdened. 
Marketing  orders  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Act,  and  rules  issued  thereunder,  are 
unique  in  that  they  are  brought  about 
through  group  action  of  essentially  small 
entities  acting  on  their  own  behalf. 

Thus,  both  statutes  have  small  entity 
orientation  and  compatibility. 

There  are  about  100  Florida  citrus 
handlers  subject  to  regulation  under  the 
marketing  order  covering  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  and  about  10,200 
producers  of  these  citrus  fruits  in 
Florida.  Small  agricultural  producers 
have  been  defined  by  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (13  CFR 
121.601)  as  those  having  annual  receipts 
of  less  than  $500,000,  and  small 
agricultural  service  firms  are  defined  as 
those  whose  annual  receipts  are  less 
than  $3,500,000.  A  minority  of  these 
handlers  and  a  majority  of  the  producers 
may  be  classified  as  small  entities. 

The  Citrus  Administrative  Committee 
(committee),  which  administers  the 
marketing  order  locally,  met  March  5, 
1992,  and  unanimously  recommended 
this  action.  The  committee  meets  prior 
to  and  during  each  season  to  review  the 
handling  regulations  effective  on  a 
continuous  basis  for  each  citrus  fruit 
regulated  under  the  marketing  order. 
Committee  meetings  are  open  to  the 
public,  and  interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  at  these  meetings. 
The  Department  reviews  committee 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  committee  and  other 
available  information  and  determines 


whether  modification,  suspension,  or 
termination  of  the  handling  regulations 
would  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act. 

Section  905.306  (7  CFR  905.306) 
specifies  minimum  grade  and  size 
requirements  for  Florida  citrus.  Such 
requirements  for  domestic  shipments  are 
specified  in  that  section  in  Table  1  of 
paragraph  (a),  and  for  export  shipments 
in  Table  II  of  paragraph  (b).  Export 
requirements  are  not  changed  by  this 
rule.  Requirements  applicable  to  imports 
have  been  previously  suspended  for  an 
indefinite  period. 

This  interim  final  rule  relaxes  the 
minimum  grade  requirement  for 
domestic  shipments  of  red  and  white 
seedless  grapefruit  to  U.S.  No.  2  Russet 
from  Improved  No.  2  through  August  16, 
1992.  The  external  requirements  of  the 
U.S.  No.  2  Russet  grade  permits 
additional  amounts  of  discoloration  than 
is  allowed  under  the  Improved  No.  2 
grade,  while  the  internal  quality 
requirements  for  the  two  grades  are  the 
same.  The  Florida  grapefruit  shipping^ 
season  normally  begins  in  September 
and  continues  through  the  following 
August. 

'The  committee  recommended  this 
action  based  on  its  analysis  of  Florida’s 
red  and  white  seedless  grapefruit  crop 
remaining  for  harvest  this  season.  This 
action  will  provide  Florida  shippers  with 
the  alternative  of  shipping  grapefruit 
grading  U.S.  No.  2  Russet  to  the  fresh 
market,  rather  than  diverting  such  fruit 
to  processing  channels  where  returns 
would  likely  be  lower  than  in  the  fresh 
market.  The  committee  anticipates  that 
the  domestic  market  demand  will  be 
good  for  U.S.  No.  2  Russet  grade 
grapefruit  during  the  remainder  of  the 
1991-92  season,  and  that  the  fruit  will 
meet  consumer  acceptance. 

'This  grade  relaxation  pertains  only  to 
the  external  characteristics  of  the  fr^t, 
not  the  internal  quality,  and  recognizes 
the  fact  that  the  external  appearance  of 
grapefruit  tends  to  deteriorate  during  the 
latter  part  of  the  season.  This  action  is 
expected  to  assure  that  fresh  domestic 
markets  are  supplied  with  the  best 
quality  fruit  available  from  this  season’s 
remaining  crop,  and  to  enable  handlers 
to  maximize  fresh  market  shipments 
consistent  with  the  overall  quality  of  the 
remaining  crop  and  anticipated  market 
demand.  This  action  should  make 
increased  supplies  of  fresh  grapefruit 
available  to  consumers  from  this 
season’s  remaining  crop. 

The  minimum  grade  requirements 
under  the  marketing  order  are  designed 
to  provide  fresh  markets  with  fruit  of 
acceptable  quality,  thereby  maintaining 
consumer  confidence  for  fresh  Florida 
citrus.  'This  helps  create  buyer 


confidence  and  contributes  to  stable 
marketing  conditions.  'This  is  in  the 
interest  of  producers,  packers,  and 
consutmers,  and  is  designed  to  increase 
returns  to  Florida  citrus  growers. 

Under  the  marketing  order  for  Florida 
citrus,  handlers  may  ship  up  to  15 
standard  packed  cartons  (12  bushels)  of 
fruit  per  day,  and  up  to  two  standard 
packed  cartons  of  Wt  per  day  in  gift 
packages  which  are  individually 
addressed  and  not  for  resale,  under 
exemption  provisions.  Fruit  shipped  for 
animal  feed  is  also  exempt  under 
specific  conditions.  In  addition,  fruit 
shipped  to  commercial  processors  for 
conversion  into  canned  or  frozen 
products  or  into  a  beverage  base  are  not 
subject  to  the  handling  requirements. 

This  action  reflects  the  committee’s 
and  the  Department’s  appraisal  of  the 
need  to  relax  the  grade  requirements,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth.  The  Department’s 
view  is  that  this  action  will  have  a 
beneficial  impact  on  producers  and 
handlers  since  it  will  allow  Florida 
citrus  handlers  to  make  those  grades  of 
fiuit  available  to  meet  consumer  needs 
consistent  with  this  season’s  crop  and 
market  conditions. 

Based  on  the  above,  the  Administrator 
of  the  AMS  has  determined  that  this 
action  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matter  presented,  the  information  and 
recommendations  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  information,  it  is 
found  that  the  relaxations  set  forth 
below  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Act. 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is  also 
found  and  determined,  upon  good  cause, 
that  it  is  impracticable,  unnecessary  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  to  give 
preliminary  notice  prior  to  putting  this 
rule  into  effect,  and  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
date  of  this  action  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
because: 

(1)  'This  action  relaxes  grade 
requirements  currently  in  effect  for  red 
and  white  seedless  grapefruit: 

(2)  Grapefruit  shippers  in  Florida  are 
aware  of  this  action  which  was 
unanimously  recommended  by  the 
committee  at  a  public  meeting,  and  they 
will  need  no  additional  time  to  comply 
with  the  relaxed  requirements; 

(3)  Shipment  of  the  1991-92  season 
grapefruit  crop  in  Florida  is  currently  in 
progress;  and 

(4)  The  rule  provides  a  30-day 
comment  period,  and  any  comments 
received  will  be  considered  prior  to  any 
finalization  of  this  interim  final  rule. 
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List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  905 

Grapefruit,  Marketing  agreements. 
Oranges,  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements,  Tangelos,  Tangerines. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble.  7  CFR  part  905  is  amended  as 
follows: 


PART  90S— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES,  AND  TANGELOS 
GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR 
part  905  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  1-19,  46  Stat.  31.  as 
amended:  7  U.S.C  001-674. 

2.  Section  905.306  is  amended  by 
revising  the  entries  for  “seedless,  red 


grapefruit”,  and  “seedless,  except  red 
grapefruit"  in  paragraph  (a).  Table  I.  to 
read  as  follows: 

Note:  This  section  will  appear  in  the  annual 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

§  905.306  Orange,  Grapefruit,  Tangerine, 
and  Tangeto  Regulation. 

(a)*  ‘  * 


Table  I 


Variety  (1) 


Regulation  period  (2) 


Minimum  grade  (3) 


Minimum 

diameter 

(inches) 

(4) 


GRAPEFRUIT 


Seedless,  red - 


Seedtess.  except  red - 


4/30/92-6/16/92 
8/17/92-10/25/92 
On  and  after  10/26/92 


...  04/30/92-6/16/92 

On  and  after  6/17/92 


U.S  Na  2  Russet  (External). — . . 

U.S.  Na  1  (Intemai) . . . 

Improved  No.  2  (Eidemaf) . . 

U.S.  No.  1  (Intarnai) 

Improved  Na  2  (Eidemal) 

U.S.  No.  1  (Intem^ 

OS.  No.  2  Russet  (External) - 

U.S.  No.  1  Onterriai) . . . . 

Improved  No.  2  (Eidemal) 

U.S.  Na  1  (Internal) 


3Vi« 

3Vi. 

3<yi6 


3Vie 

3<y)e 


Dated:  April  3a  1992. 

Robert  C.  Keeney, 

Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division. 

JFR  Doa  92-10601  Filed  5-6-92:  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE 


Farmers  Home  Administration 

7  CFR  Parts  1900, 1910, 1943  and  1955 

Providing  Assistance  to  Beginning 
Farmers  or  Ranchers 

AGENCY:  Farmers  Home  Administration, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Interim  rule  with  request  for 
comments. 


SUMMARY:  The  Farmers  Home 
Administration  (FmHA)  amends  its 
regulations  to  define  “beginning  farmer 
or  rancher.”  This  action  is  necessary 
due  to  provisions  in  the  Food, 
Agriculture.  Conservation,  and  Trade 
Act  (Pub.  L  101-624),  dated  November 
28, 1990  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
FACT  ACT),  that  require  the  Agency  to 
define  this  term  and  give  priority  to 
qualified  beginning  fanners  or  ranchers 
to  purchase  suitable  FmHA  inventory 


farmland.  The  Agency  will  give  first 
priority  to  qualified  banning  farmers  or 
ranchers  who  are  also  socially 
disadvantaged  applicants.  The  intended 
efiect  is  to  ensure  that  a  priority  is  given 
in  providing  assistance  in  the  purchase 
of  suitable  FtnHA  inventory  farmland 
property  to  applicants  who  are  eligible 
beginning  farmers  or  ranchers. 

dates:  Interim  rule  elective  May  7. 

1992.  Written  comments  must  be 
submitted  on  or  before  June  8, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  written  comments 
to  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Regulations, 
Analysis  and  Control  Branch,  Farmers 
Home  Administration,  USDA,  South 
Building,  room  6348, 14th  and 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20250.  All  written 
comments  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the 
above  address. 

FOR  FURTHER  lim>RMATION  CONTACT. 

Mark  Falcone,  Senior  Loan  Officer, 
Farmer  Programs  Loan  Making  Division. 
Farmers  Home  Administration,  USDA, 
South  Agriculture  Building,  14th  Street 
and  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20250,  telephone  (202) 
690-4019. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Classification 

This  action  has  been  reviewed  under 
USDA  procedures  established  in 
Departmental  Regulation  1512-1,  which 
implements  Executive  Order  12291,  and 
has  been  determined  to  be  nonmajor 
because  it  will  not  result  in  an  annual 
effect  on  the  economy  of  $100  million  or 
more. 

Intergovernmental  Consultation 
For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  final 
rule  related  to  notice  7  CFR  part  3015, 
subpart  V  (48  FR  29115,  June  24. 1983), 
and  FmHA  Instruction  1940-], 
“Intergovernmental  Review  of  Farmers 
Home  Administration  Programs  and 
Activities"  (December  23, 1983),  Farm 
Ownership  Loans  are  excluded  from  the 
scope  of  Executive  Order  12372,  which 
requires  intergovernmental  consultation 
with  State  and  local  officials. 

Programs  Affected 
These  changes  affect  the  FmHA  farm 
ownership  loan  program  as  listed  in  the 
Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance. 
10.407 — Farm  Ownership  Loans. 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
This  document  has  been  reviewed  in 
accordance  witfi  7  CFR  part  1940, 
subpart  G,  "Environmental  Program."  It 
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is  the  determination  of  FmHA  that  the 
proposed  action  does  not  constitute  a 
major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment,  and  in  accordance  with 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969,  Public  Law  91-190,  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  is  not 
required. 

Discussion  of  Interim  Rule 

On  May  29, 1991,  FmHA  published  a 
proposed  rule  in  the  Feder^  Register  (56 
FR  24143-24145)  with  a  comment  period 
ending  Jime  28, 1991.  The  purpose  of  this 
interim  rule  is  to  implement  provisions 
of  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural 
Development  Act  (CONACT)  added  by 
the  FACT  ACT,  which  include:  The 
definition  of  "beginning  farmer  or 
rancher,"  that  those  defined  as 
"beginning  farmer  or  rancher"  will  have 
priority  over  operators  of  not  larger  than 
family  farms  to  purchase  suitable 
inventory  farmland,  and  that  the  FmHA 
Coimty  Committee  randomly  select  the 
purchaser  of  suitable  inventory  property 
when  there  is  more  than  one  equally 
qualiHed  eligible  applicant.  In 
developing  a  definition  of  "beginning 
farmer  or  rancher,”  the  Agency  referred 
to  Senate  Report  No.  101-357, 101st 
Congress,  2nd  Session  (1990),  which 
indicates  Congressional  intent  as  to 
what  the  definition  of  "beginning  farmer 
or  rancher"  should  include,  and  that  it 
be  published  as  proposed  rule  for  public 
comment.  A  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis 
(RLA)  was  also  prepared  to  consider 
other  alternatives  to  the  language 
included  in  the  Senate  Report.  A 
summary  of  the  RLA  was  addressed  in 
the  proposed  rule.  The  FmHA  County 
Commission  will  determine  if  an 
applicant  meets  the  definition  of 
"beginning  farmer  or  rancher,” 

Due  to  an  oversight  by  the  Agency 
during  the  preparation  of  the  proposed 
rule,  FmHA  did  not  address  the 
situation  concerning  socially 
disadvantaged  applicants  who  wish  to 
purchase  inventory  farmland.  Section 
355  of  the  CONACT,  which  was  added 
by  section  617  of  the  Agricultural  Credit 
Act  of  1987,  requires  the  Agency  to 
establish  annual  target  participation 
rates  that  would  ensure  that  members  of 
socially  disadvantaged  groups  would 
receive  farm  ownership  (FO)  loans  and 
would  "have  the  opportunity  to 
purchase  or  lease  inventory  farmland." 
The  Agency  published  regulations  in 
October  1988  that  implemented  the 
targeting  of  insured  FO  funds  and 
inventory  farmland  to  members  of 
socially  disadvantaged  groups.  The 
Agency’s  attempts  to  target  inventory 
farmland  had  somewhat  disappointing 
results.  For  example,  in  fiscal  year  1990, 


292  inventory  farms  were  targeted  for 
leasing  and/or  credit  sale  to  socially 
disadvantaged  applicants,  but  only  101 
credit  sales — ^representing  35  percent  of 
the  targeted  farms — ^were  approved. 

While  section  335(c)(2)  of  die 
CONACT  requires  that  beginning 
farmers  and  ranchers  be  given  priority 
to  purchase  inventory  farmland,  section 
355  of  the  CONACT  places  an 
additional  important  responsibility  upon 
the  Agency  to  ensure  that  socially 
disadvantaged  applicants  have  a  viable 
opportunity  to  purchase  or  lease 
inventory  farmland.  Given  the  relative 
lack  of  success  with  targeting  specific 
parcels  of  inventory  farmland  to  socially 
disadvantaged  8pplic€ints,  the  Agency 
has  determined  Aat  the  best  way  to 
satisfy  both  statutory  provisions  is  to 
give  first  priority,  for  the  purchase  of 
inventory  farmland,  to  qualified 
beginning  farmers  or  ranchers  who  also 
are  disadvantaged  applicants.  Beginning 
fanners  or  ranchers,  who  are  not 
socially  disadvantaged  applicants, 
would  have  second  priority.  Third 
priority  would  be  given  to  socially 
disadvantaged  applicants  who  meet  FO 
loan  eligibility  criteria,  but  who  are  not 
beginning  farmers,  and  fourth  priority 
would  be  given  to  FO  eligible  applicants 
who  are  neither  beginning  farmers  or 
ranchers  nor  socially  disadvantaged 
applicants.  The  last  group  would  consist 
of  applicants  who  operate  not  larger 
than  family-size  farms  who  are  not  in 
need  of  FmHA  credit  assistance  on 
eligible  rates  and  terms. 

As  a  result  of  the  Agency's  deciision  to 
give  first  priority  to  beginning  farmers  or 
ranchers  who  are  also  socially 
disadvantaged  applicants,  FniHA  is 
publishing  ^is  rule  as  interim  rather 
than  final  in  order  to  give  the  public  an 
opportunity  to  provide  comments.  The 
Agency  has  also  revised  the  definition 
of  “socially  disadvantaged  applicant" 
for  clarification  purposes. 

Discussion  of  Comments  and  Changes 

Five  comment  letters  were  received 
by  the  close  of  business  on  July  5, 1991. 
llie  deadline  for  receiving  written 
comments  was  June  28, 1991.  Comments 
were  received  fiom  a  member  of  the 
public,  two  FmHA  employees,  the 
program  leader  of  the  Center  for  Rural 
Affairs,  and  a  United  States 
Congressman. 

One  commenter  recommended  that 
the  10-year  limit  on  operating  a  farm  or 
ranch  in  the  proposed  definition  of 
"beginning  farmer  or  rancher”  be 
reduced  to  six  years  to  more  accurately 
define  "beginning."  The  Agency  has  not 
adopted  this  recommended  change  and 
has  kept  the  10-year  limit  in  the 
definition  in  order  to  follow 


Congressional  intent  as  set  forth  in  the 
Senate  Report. 

Three  commenters  addressed 
concerns  on  the  requirement  in  the 
definition  that  states  a  beginning  farmer 
or  rancher  is  an  applicant  who,  "if  a 
farmer  or  rancher  who  previously 
farmed  or  ranched  their  own  property, 
has  previously  operated  a  farm  or  ranch 
for  not  more  ^an  10  years  and  also 
meets  all  the  other  criteria  listed  above." 
One  of  the  commenters  believed  this 
requirement  was  confusing,  and 
recommended  that  it  be  deleted  from  the 
definition.  The  two  other  commenters 
were  concerned  that  this  requirement 
would  prohibit  farmers,  who  previously 
lost  their  farms  and  have  since 
reentered  farming,  to  obtain  assistance 
as  beginning  farmers  or  ranchers  if  they 
had  farmed  more  than  ten  years  before 
losing  their  property.  Both  commenters, 
one  of  whom  was  a  Congressman, 
explained  that  it  was  the  intent  of 
Congress  that  the  definition  be  broad 
enough  to  permit  these  farmers  or 
ranchers  to  be  considered  beginning 
farmers  or  ranchers.  Both  commenters 
recommended  that  this  part  of  the 
definition  be  changed  to  permit 
qualification  as  beginning  farmers  or 
ranchers  if  applicants  have  been  farming 
not  more  than  ten  years  since  operating 
their  previously  owned  farm  property. 
The  Agency  has  adopted  this  comment. 

Two  commenters  requested  that  an 
additional  requirement  be  included  in 
the  definition  of  "beginning  farmer  or 
rancher".  They  stated  that  the  definition 
should  contain  a  limitation  on  net  worth 
of  $100,000  and  on  assets  of  $400,000. 
One  of  the  requirements  already  listed 
in  the  definition  is  that  the  applicant 
must  demonstrate  “that  the  available 
resources  of  the  family  of  the  individual 
are  not  sufficient  to  enable  the 
individual  to  enter  or  continue  farming 
or  ranching  on  a  viable  scale.”  Present 
FmHA  regulations  also  require,  an 
applicant  to  meet  a  test  for  credit  before 
being  considered  eligible  for  assistance. 
They  must  prove  that  they  are  unable  to 
obtain  credit  elsewhere  at  reasonable 
rates  and  terms.  In  addition,  another 
requirement  included  in  the  definition 
states  that  the  applicant  cannot  own 
real  farm  or  ranch  property  which 
exceeds  15  percent  of  the  median  farm 
or  ranch  acreage  in  the  country  where 
the  applicant  will  purchase  land.  These 
two  requirements  in  the  definition,  along 
with  the  existing  test  for  credit  that  is 
necessary  to  determine  farm  ownership 
(FO)  eligibility,  will  eliminate  a  farmer 
who  has  significant  assets  and  a  large 
net  worth  from  consideration.  This  will 
assure  that  benefits  will  be  targeted  to 
those  most  in  need  of  assistance  without 
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having  to  include  an  arbitrary  limitation 
on  net  worth  or  assets  in  the  dehnition. 
Therefore,  this  proposed  change  has  not 
been  adopted. 

The  same  two  commenters  also 
requested  to  eliminate  the  requirement 
in  the  definition  which  states  that  if  the 
applicant  is  an  entity,  all  members  of  the 
entity  must  meet  all  of  the  requirements 
set  forth  in  the  definition.  Their 
concerns  are  that  this  requirement 
would  prevent  young  farmers  who  cure 
currently  involved  in  a  fanning 
operation  with  their  family  [i.e., 
partnership  or  family  corporation)  from 
meeting  the  definition  and  having 
priority  in  purchasing  stiitable  FmHA 
inventory  farmland.  They  stated  that  an 
individual  who  meets  the  definition  of  a 
beginning  farmer  but  who  is  a  member 
of  an  entity  which  does  not  should  be 
considered  an  eligible  applicant  if.  after 
the  acquisition  of  the  property,  the 
individual  withdraws  fiom  the  entity. 

The  proposed  regulations  would  not 
prohibit  such  an  ai^licant  fiom  being 
considered  eligible,  as  the  applicant 
would  be  applying  as  an  individual  and 
not  an  entity. 

However,  some  family-size  farm 
entities  that  lease  farm  propnty  or  own 
less  than  15  percent  of  the  median  farm 
or  ranch  acreage  in  the  county  where 
they  wish  to  purchase  land,  and  apply 
as  an  entity,  might  have  some  members 
who  would  not  be  able  to  meet  all  of  the 
requirements  of  the  definition.  The 
eligibility  requirements  f(»  FO  loans  for 
members  of  entities  who  are  related  by 
blood  or  marriage  and  those  who  are  not 
related  by  blood  or  marriage  are  already 
addressed  in  §  1943.12  of  subpart  A  of 
part  1943.  Since  one  of  the  beginning 
farmer  definition  requirements  include 
that  the  applicant  must  be  an  eligible 
applicant  for  FO  loan  assistance,  the 
Agency  has  removed  the  requirement 
that  all  members  of  the  entity  applicant 
meet  all  of  the  requirements  of  the 
definition.  However,  the  Agency  is 
requiring  that  all  members  of  an  entity 
applicant  meet  some  of  the  requirements 
to  assure  that  applicants  most  in  need 
will  receive  assistance. 

One  commenter  requested  that  when 
there  is  more  than  one  applicant  in  the 
priority  category  that  the  purchaser  will 
be  selected  from,  that  the  random 
selection  procedure  by  the  County 
Committee  be  open  to  the  public  in 
order  to  assure  integrity  of  the 
procedure.  The  Agency  has  adopted  this 
recommended  change. 

Another  commenter  recommended 
that  a  word  in  a  sentence  be  deleted,  as 
it  would  cause  some  applicants  to  be  left 
out  of  the  notification  process  when  the 
County  Committee  selected  another 
applicant  to  purchase  suitable  farmland. 


The  Agency  has  adopted  this  comment 
and  has  revised  the  sentence  to  clarify 
that  all  applicants  considered  in  the 
random  selection  process  and  not 
chosen  will  be  notified  in  writing  that 
they  were  not  selected. 

In  the  proposed  rule,  the  Agency 
stated  that  random  selection  would  not 
be  appealable.  Random  selection  is 
required  by  5  335  of  the  CONACT.  It  is 
not  appealable  because  it  is  based  on 
clear  and  objective  legal  requirements; 
there  is  no  use  of  Agency  discretion. 
While  random  selection  is  not 
appealable,  an  applicant  may  appeal  the 
Country  Committee's  discretionary 
exclusion  of  the  applicant  from  the 
priority  category  that  the  purchaser  will 
be  selected  ^m,  as  addr^sed  in  the 
proposed  rule  in  §  1910.6(e)  of  subpart  A 
of  part  1910.  Section  1900.57  of  subpart  B 
of  part  1990  (Adverse  Decisions  and 
Administrative  Appeals)  has  been 
revised  to  conform  with  the  language  in 
the  proposed  rule. 

The  Agency  has  removed  the 
requirement  in  the  definition  of  a 
beginning  farmer  or  rancher  that  read  in 
the  proposed  rule:  “provides  a  majority 
of  the  day  to-day  labor  and  management 
of  the  farm  or  ranch  individually  or 
along  with  the  immediate  family,”  since 
labor  and  management  requirements  of 
the  applicant  are  already  covered  imder 
FO  eligibility  criteria,  which  criteria  is 
one  of  the  requirements  necessary  to 
meet  the  beginning  farmer  or  rancher 
definition. 

The  Agency  has  also  amended  the 
introductory  paragraph  of  the  definition 
of  a  beginning  farmer  or  rancher  and  the 
first  requirement  listed  in  the  definition. 
The  introductory  paragraph  has  been 
clarified  to  state  ftat  the  applicant  is  an 
individual  or  an  entity.  The  first 
requirement  in  the  proposed  rule  stated 
that  a  beginning  farmer  must  be  an 
eligible  applicant  for  insured  FO 
assistance.  This  interim  rule  revises  the 
requirement  by  stating  that  a  beginning 
farmer  or  rancher  must  be  an  eligible 
applicant  for  insured  or  guaranteed  loan 
assistance.  This  will  assure  that  priority 
will  also  be  given  to  eligible  guaranteed 
applicants  who  meet  the  other  criteria 
under  the  definition.  It  is  the  intent  of 
Congress  for  the  Agency  to  give  priority 
to  all  eligible  FmHA  applicants,  as 
section  1822  of  the  FACT  ACT  requests 
the  Agency  to  maintain  statistics  on  the 
number  of  insured  and  guaranteed  loans 
made,  and  inventory  farmland  sold  or 
leased,  to  eligible  beginning  farmers  and 
ranchers. 

Due  to  the  Agency's  decision  to  give 
priority  to  socially  disadvantaged 
applicants  for  the  purchase  of  inventory 
farmland.  §  1955.107(f)  has  been 
amended  to  revise  and  add  some 


priority  categories,  as  addressed  in  the 
“Discussion  of  Interim  Rule."  As  a 
result,  all  references  in  FmHA 
regulations  addressing  the  targeting  of 
specific  inventory  farmland  to  socially 
disadvantaged  applicant’s  have  been 
deleted. 

The  Agency  has  amended  the 
definition  of  “socially  disadvantaged 
applicant"  to  delete  the  term  “cultural 
bias”,  as  this  term  is  too  vague  a  term 
and  difficult  to  define  and  actually  only 
applies  to  those  outreach  efforts 
conducted  under  section  623  of  the 
Agricultural  Credit  Act  of  1987.  That 
section  stated  that  the  “Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  in  coordination  with  the 
limited  resources  farmers'  initiative  in 
the  office  of  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Advocacy  and  enterprise,  shall  establish 
a  farm  ownership  outreach  program  for 
persons  who  are  members  of  any  group 
with  respect  to  which  an  individual  may 
be  identified  as  a  socially 
disadvantaged  individual  under  section 
8(a)(5)  of  the  Small  Business  Act  *  * 
S^tion  8(a)(5)  refers  to  racial,  ethnic, 
and  cultural  bias.  Section  355  of  the 
CONACT  defines  the  term  “socially 
disadvantaged  group"  as  a  group 
“whose  members  have  been  subjected 
to  racial  or  ethnic  prejudice  *  *  *.”  Due 
to  the  difficulty  in  defining  the  term 
“cultural  bias”,  and  its  limited 
applicability  to  certain  outreach 
efforts — emd  to  be  consistent  in  defining 
exactly  who  is  considered  a  socially 
disadvantaged  applicant  for  the 
purposes  of  both  targeting  loan  funds 
and  ensuring  that  the  oppoHunity  to 
purchase  or  lease  inventory  farmland  be 
given  to  such  applicants — the  Agency 
has  decided  to  revise  the  definition  to 
adopt  the  one  found  in  section  355  of  the 
CONACT,  which  includes  just  those 
applicants  who  are  members  of  groups 
that  have  been  subjected  to  racial  or 
ethnic  prejudice.  The  Agency  also  has 
revised  its  regulations  to  explain  that 
the  socially  disadvantaged  groups 
covered  by  the  definition  are  Blacks. 
American  Indians,  Alaskan  Natives, 
Hispanics,  Asians,  and  Pacific  Islanders. 
This  is  in  line  with  past  Agency 
administrative  interpretations.  The 
definition  also  states  that,  for  entity 
applicants,  the  majority  interest  must  be 
held  by  socially  disadvantaged 
individuals. 

Other  changes  of  a  clarifying  or 
editorial  nature  are  also  included  in  this 
interim  rule. 

List  of  Subjects 

7  CFR  Part  1900 

Appeals,  Credit,  Loan  programs- 
Housing  and  community  development. 
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7  CFR  Part  1910 

Applications,  Credit,  Loan  programs- 
Agriculture,  Loan  programs-Housing  and 
Community  Development,  Low  and 
moderate  income  housing.  Marital  status 
discrimination,  Sex  discrimination. 

7  CFR  Part  1943 

Credit  Loan  programs-Agriculture, 
Recreation.  Water  Resources. 

7  CFR  Part  1955 

Government  acquired  property, 
Government  property  management.  Sale 
of  government  acquired  property. 

Surplus  government  property. 

Therefore,  chapter  XVIII,  title  7,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  1900— GENERAL 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1W30 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C.  1989;  42  U.S.C.  1480:  5 
U.S.C.  301:  7  CFR  2.23  and  2.70. 

Subpart  B — Adverse  Decisions  and 
Administrative  Appeais 

2.  Section  1900.52  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows; 

§1900.52  Definitions. 

e  *  *  *  e 

(b)  Appellee  (in  multi-party  appeals 
only  as  provided  in  §  1900.57(m)  of  this 
subpart}  means  a  borrower  or  applicant 
who  was  initially  selected  for 
leaseback/buyback  or  homestead 
protection  under  §  1951.911  of  subpart  S 
of  this  chapter,  when  another 
nonselected  applicant  appeals  the  sale. 

*  «  *  *  e 

3.  Section  1900.57  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (n)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1900.57  Hearing  rules. 

«  *  *  *  ♦ 

(n)  Farmer  Program  inventory 
property  appeals.  All  applicants  who 
are  not  placed  in  the  priority  category 
that  the  purchaser  will  be  selected  hrom, 
may  appeal  their  exclusion  from  that 
priority  category.  All  appeals  will  be 
concluded  prior  to  the  County 
Committee  selecting  the  purchaser. 

PART  1910— GENERAL 

4.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1910 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C.  1989;  42  U.S.C.  1480:  5 
U.S.C.  301;  7  CFR  2.23  and  2.70. 

Subpart  A— Receiving  and  Processing 
Appiications 

5.  Section  1910.4  (b)(20)  it-  amended  by 
changing  the  title  of  Form  FmHA  1945- 


29  from  “ASCS  Verification  of  Farm 
Acreage,  Production  and  Benefits"  to 
"ASCS  Verification  of  Farm  Acreages, 
Production  and  Benefits." 

6.  Section  1910.4  is  amended  by 
revising  the  fourth  sentence  in 
paragraph  (g)  and  by  adding  two  new 
sentences  after  the  fourth  sentence,  and 
by  revising  the  eighth  sentence  in 
paragraph  (k)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1910.4  processing  appiications. 

*  *  *  *  « 

(g)  Determining  eligibility.  *  *  *  The 
County  Committee  will  certify  whether 
or  not  the  applicant  meets  the  eligibility 
requirements  and  whether  or  not  the 
applicant  is  a  beginning  farmer  or 
rancher,  as  defmed  in  §  1955.103  of 
subpart  C  of  part  1955  of  this  chapter,  by 
use  of  Form  FmHA  440-2,  “Coun^ 
Committee  Certification  or 
Recommendation."  An  eligible  FO 
applicant  requesting  to  purchase 
suitable  farmland,  who  is  considered  a 
beginning  farmer  or  rancher,  will  be 
given  priority  as  outlined  in  §  1955.107 
(f)  of  subpart  C  of  part  1955  of  this 
chapter.  In  addition,  it  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  County  Committee 
to  determine  whether  or  not  the 
applicant  is  an  operator  of  not  larger 
than  a  family  size  farm,  as  of  the  time 
immediately  after  the  contract  of  sale  or 
lease  is  entered  into,  even  though  the 
applicant  is  not  in  need  of  FmHA  credit 
assistance  on  eligible  rates  and  terms  to 
purchase  suitable  farmland.*  *  * 

•  «  *  *  * 

(k)  Active  applications.  *  *  *  For 
applications  approved  when  funds  are 
not  available  and  the  steps  outlined  in 
§  1910.6{g]  have  been  taken,  the  County 
Supervisor  will,  during  the  eleventh 
month  following  loan  approval,  notify 
the  applicant  that  the  application  will 
expire  12  months  from  the  date  of  loan 
approval.*  *  * 

«  *  *  *  * 

7.  Section  1910.6  is  amended  by 
revising  the  first  sentence  in  paragraph 
(b}(2],  by  redesignating  paragraphs  (e), 
(f),  (g),  (hj,  and  (i)  as  paragraphs  (f),  (g), 
(h),  (i),  and  0),  by  adding  new  paragraph 
(ej ,  and  by  revising  the  last  sentence  in 
newly  redesignated  paragraph  (g)(2)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1910.6  Notification  of  applicant 
***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  If  the  County  Committee 
determines  that  the  application  is  not 
eligible,  the  specific  reason(s)  for  the 
rejection  and  the  factual  basis  will  be 
listed  on  Form  FmHA  440-2.*  *  * 
***** 

(e)  Notification  of  applicants 
requesting  to  purchase  suitable 


farmland.  Applicants  requesting  to 
purchase  suitable  farmland  in  FmHA 
inventory  will  be  prioritized  by  the 
County  Committee  in  accordance  with 
§  1955.107  (f)  of  subpart  C  of  part  1955  of 
this  chapter.  Prior  to  the  selection  of  the 
purchaser,  all  applicants  will  be  notified 
of  the  category  in  which  the  County 
Committee  placed  them.  Those 
applicants  who  are  not  placed  in  the 
priority  category  that  the  purchaser  will 
be  selected  from  will  also  be  informed 
of  their  appeal  rights  in  accordance  with 
subpart  B  of  part  1900  of  this  chapter. 

All  notifications  will  include  the  ECOA 
statement  described  in  §  1910.6(b)(1)  of 
this  subpart. 

***** 

(8)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  *  If  after  reconsideration,  the 
application  is  rejected,  proper 
notification  will  be  sent  as  outlined  in 
paragraph  (b)  or  (d)  of  this  section. 


§1910.6  [Amended] 

8.  Section  1910.6  is  amended  by 
changing  the  reference  in  the  last 
sentence  of  newly  redesignated 
paragraph  (f)  from  “(f)”  to  "(g)".  by 
changing  references  in  the  third 
sentence  of  newly  redesignated 
paragraph  (g)  introductory  text  from 
“(b)(1)  or  (b)(2)"  to  "(b)  or  (d)"  and.  in 
the  next  to  ^e  last  sentence,  by 
changing  the  word  "Notice"  to 
“statement." 

§  1910.7  [Amended] 

9. 1910.7  (a)  is  amended  in  the  first 
sentence  by  changing  “Form  FmHA  431- 
3”  to  read  “Form  FmHA  1944-3.” 

10.  Section  1910.50  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1910.50  OMB  control  number. 

The  reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements  contained  in  this 
regulation  have  been  approved  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  and 
have  been  assigned  OMB  control 
number  0575-0134.  Public  reporting 
burden  for  this  collection  of  information 
is  estimated  to  vary  from  20  minutes  to  2 
hours  per  response  including  time  for 
reviewing  instructions,  searching 
existing  data  sources,  gathering  and 
maintaining  the  data  needed,  and 
completing  and  reviewing  the  collection 
of  information.  Send  comments 
regarding  this  burden  estimate  or  any 
other  aspect  of  collection  of  this 
information,  including  suggestions  for 
reducing  this  burden,  to  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Clearance  Officer,  OIRM. 
room  404-W,  Washington,  DC  20250; 
and  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget.  Paperwork  Reduction  Project 
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(OMB  #  0575-0134).  Washington.  DC 
20503. 

11.  Elxhibit  B  to  subpart  A  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

Exhibit  B  to  Subpart  A 

Letter  to  Notify  Socially  Disadvantaged 
Applicants/Borrowers  Regarding  the 
Availability  of  Direct  Farm  Ownership  (FO) 
Loans  and  the  Acquisition/Leasing  of  FmHA 
Acquired  Farmland. 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
(Insert  address) 

Date _ 

Dear _ : 

The  Farmers  Home  Administration  (FmHA) 
has  authority  under  the  Consolidated  Farm 
and  Rural  Development  Act  to  target  direct 
farm  ownership  (FO)  loan  funds  to 
applicants/ borrowers  of  socially 
disadvantaged  groups.  This  program  provides 
credit  to  applicants/borrowers  of  socially 
disadvantaged  groups,  at  regular  or  reduced 
interest  rates,  to  purchase  or  enlarge  farms. 

In  addition,  the  program  provides  that  FmHA 
acquired  farmland  be  made  available  for  sale 
or  lease  to  applicants/ borrowers  of  socially 
disadvantaged  groups.  Socially 
disadvantaged  borrowers  with  existing  direct 
FO  loans  may  have  their  accounts  deferred 
and/or  reamortized  at  a  reduced  interest  rate. 

If  you  would  like  additional  information 
regarding  the  availability  of  direct  FO  loans 
to,  and/or  the  renting  or  buying  of  FmHA 
acquired  farmland  by,  members  of  socially 
disadvantaged  groups,  you  should  contact  my 
ofBce. 

Sincerely. 

County  Supervisor. 


PART  1943— FARM  OWNERSHIP.  SOIL 
AND  WATER  AND  RECREATION 

12.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1943 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C.  1989;  5  U.S.C.  301;  7  CFR 
2.23  and  2.70. 

Subpart  A— Insured  Farm  Ownership 
Loan  Policies,  Procedures  and 
Authorizations 

13.  Section  1943.4  is  amended  by 
revising  the  deBnition  of  “socially 
disadvantaged  applicant"  to  read  as 
follows: 

§1943.4  Definitions. 

*  «  *  e  * 

Socially  disadvantaged  applicant.  An 
applicant/borrower  who  has  been 
subjected  to  racial  or  ethnic  prejudice 
because  of  their  identify  as  a  member  of 
a  group,  without  regard  to  their 
individual  qualities.  For  entity 
applicants,  the  majority  interest  has  to 
be  held  by  socially  disadvantaged 
individuals.  FmHA  has  identified 
socially  disadvantaged  groups  as 


Blacks,  American  Indians.  Alaskan 
Natives.  Hispanics,  Asians,  and  PaciBc 
Islanders. 

***** 

14.  Section  1943.13  is  amended  by 
removing  paragraph  (a)(1).  by 
redesignating  paragraphs  (a)(2)  through 
(a)(6)  as  paragraphs  (a)(1)  through  (a)(5). 
and  by  revising  newly  designated 
paragraphs  (a)(2)  and  (a)(3),  and 
paragraph  (b)(6)  introductory  text  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1943.13  Outreach  program  for 
appUcanta/borrowera  who  are  members  of 
socially  disadvantaged  groups. 
***** 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  Increase  the  number  of  inventory 
farms  sold  to  members  of  socially 
disadvantaged  groups.  In  selling  suitable 
inventory  farmland,  priority  will  be 
given  to  members  of  socially 
disadvantaged  groups  who  are  also 
considered  beginning  farmers  or 
ranchers,  as  set  forth  in  §  1955.107(f)  of 
subpart  C  of  part  1955  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Target  direct  FO  loan  funds  to 
members  of  socially  disadvantaged 
groups  to  ensure  they  are  provided 
access  to  FO  loan  funds,  as  outlined  in 
Exhibit  B  of  this  subpart. 
***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(6)  Initiate  special  media  outreach 
activities  to  inform  members  of  socially 
disadvEintaged  groups  of  the  availability 
of  acquired  farmland  and  of  targeted 
and  non-targeted  direct  FO  loan  funds. 
***** 

15.  Exhibit  B  to  subpart  A  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

Exhibit  B— Target  Participation  Ratea 
for  Fanners  Home  Administration 
(FmHA)  Direct  Farm  Ownership  (FO) 
Loans  to  Members  of  Socially 
Disadvantaged  Groups 

I.  General 

The  Fanners  Home  Administration  (FmHA) 
is  statutorily  required  to  establish  target 
participation  rates  for  providing  direct  Farm 
Ownership  (FO)  loan  hmds  to  members  of 
socially  disadvantaged  groups.  These  rates 
are  established  to  ensure  that  members  of 
socially  disadvantaged  groups  are  provided 
access  to  direct  FO  loan  funds  to  purchase 
suitable  farmland.  The  target  participation 
rate  established  for  each  state,  and  each 
county  within  the  state,  is  based  on  the 
proportion  of  minority  rural  population  to  the 
total  rural  population  in  the  state,  and  for 
each  coim^  within  the  state. 

II.  Implementation  Responsibilities 

States  will  meet  their  target  participation 

rates  in  use  of  direct  FO  loan  fimds  as 
provided  in  this  Exhibit.  The  targeted  portion 
of  a  state's  fiscal  year  direct  FO  allocation,  as 
outlined  in  exhibit  A  of  subpart  L  of  part  1940 


of  this  chapter,  will  be  used  exclusively  to 
enable  members  of  socially  disadvantaged 
groups  to  purchase  suitable  farmland. 
Additional  funds  will  be  available  from  the 
National  Office  Reserve  to  enable  States  to 
obligate  loans  for  socially  disadvantaged 
applicants  should  their  targeted  allocation  be 
insufficient.  This  requirement  does  not 
prohibit  States  from  using  their  allocation  of 
regular  direct  FO  funds  for  making  loans  to 
members  of  socially  disadvantaged  groups. 

III.  Other  Information 
The  National  Office  will  provide  each  State 
Director  with  a  list  of  the  target  participation 
rates  for  each  county  by  October  1  of  each 
year.  State  Directors  shall  make  available  to 
each  County  and  District  Office  the 
county(ies)  target  participation  rates.  State 
Directors  will  make  every  effort  to  provide 
the  greater  amount  of  direct  FO  loan  funds  to 
counties  having  the  larger  socially 
disadvantaged  population. 


Total  U.S.  Participation  Rate 


State 


Alabama . 

Alaska . 

Arizona . 

Arkansas . 

California . 

Colorado . 

Connecticut . 

Delaware . 

Flofida . 

Geor^ . 

Hawaii . 

Idaho . 

Illinois . 

Indiana . 

Iowa . 

Kartsas . 

Kentucky . 

Louisiana . 

Maine . 

Maryland . 

Massachusetts.. 

Michigan . 

Minnesota . 

Mississippi . 

Missouri . 

Montarra . 

Nebraska . 

Nevada . 

New  Hampshire 

New  Jersey . 

New  Mexico . 

Now  York . 

North  Carolina... 

North  Dakota . 

Ohio . 

Oklahoma . 

Oregon . 

Pennsylvania . 

Rhode  Island . 

South  Carolina .. 
South  Dakota .... 

Tennessee . 

Texas . 

Utah . 

•Vermont . . 

Virginia . 

Washingbw . 

West  Virginia .... 

Wisconsin . 

Wyoming . 


Target 
Participa¬ 
tion  rate 


(percent) 


21 

34 

39 

13 
20 
11 

3 

17 

14 
20 
68 

6 

2 

1 

1 

3 

3 

25 

1 

14 

2 

3 

2 

37 

2 

8 

2 

12 

1 

8 

57 

3 

21 

5 

2 

12 

5 
2 
2 

34 

9 

6 
22 

7 

1 

2 

7 

3 

2 

7 
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Total  U.S.  Participation  Rate— 


Continued 

State 

Target 
Participa¬ 
tion  rate 
(percent) 

U.S.  Total _  ...  .  . . 

10 

PART  1955— PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT 

16.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1955 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C  1989:  42  U.S.C.  1480;  5 
U.S.C  301;  7  CaTl  2.23  and  2.70. 

Subpart  B — Management  of  Property 

17.  Section  1955.53  is  amended  by 
revising  the  definition  of  “socially 
disadvantaged  individual"  to  read  as 
follows: 

§1955.53  Definitions. 

«  «  *  *  * 

Socially  disadvantaged  applicant.  An 
applicant/borrower  who  has  been 
subjected  to  racial  or  ethnic  prejudice 
because  of  their  identity  as  a  member  of 
a  group,  without  regard  to  their 
individual  qualities.  For  entity 
applicants,  the  majority  interest  has  to 
be  held  by  socially  disadvantaged 
individuals.  FmHA  has  identified 
socially  disadvantaged  groups  as 
Blacks,  American  Indians,  Alaskan 
Natives,  Hispanics,  Asians,  and  Pacific 
Islanders. 

•  *  *  *  *  * 

16.  Section  1955.66  is  amended  by 
removing  paragraph  (p)  and  by  revising 
the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (c)(2]  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1955.66  Lease  of  real  property. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(c)*  •  *■ 

(2)  *  *  *  The  approval  official  will 
make  a  special  effort  to  insure  that  those 
prospective  lessees  are  reached  in  the 
marketing  area  who  traditionally  would 
not  be  expected  to  lease  FmHA  farm 
inventory  properties  or  apply  for  farm 
ownership  loan  assistemce  l^cause  of 
existing  racial  or  ethnic  prejudice.*  *  * 

Subpart  C — Dispose  of  Inventory 
Property 

19.  Section  1955.103  is  amended  by 
placing  the  definition  of  “auction  sale" 
after  the  definition  of  “approval 
official",  by  adding,  in  alphabetical 
order  before  the  definition  of 
"capitalization  value,"  the  definition  of 
"beginning  farmer  or  rancher",  and  by 
revising  the  definition  of  “socially 


disadvantaged  applicant"  to  read  as 
follows: 

§1955.103  Definitions. 

■  *  *  *  «  « 

Beginning  farmer  or  rancher.  A 
beginning  farmer  or  rancher  is  an 
inddvidud  or  entity  applicant  who: 

(1)  Is  an  eligible  applicant  for  FO  loan 
assistance  in  accordance  with  §  1943.12 
of  subpart  A  of  part  1943  of  this  chapter 
or  §  1980.180  of  subpart  B  of  part  1980  of 
this  chapter. 

(2)  Has  operated  a  farm  or  ranch  for 
not  more  than  10  years,  or  if  a  farmer  or 
rancher  who  previously  farmed  or 
ranched  their  own  property,  has  not 
been  farming  or  ranching  more  than  10 
years  since  operating  their  previously 
owned  farm  property. 

(3}  Will  materially  and  substantially 
participate  In  the  operation  of  the  farm 
or  ran^. 

(4)  Agrees  to  participate  in  the  loan 
assessment  and  borrower  training 
programs  developed  by  FmHA. 

(5)  Does  not  own  real  farm  or  ranch 
property  or  who,  directly  or  through 
interests  in  family  farm  entities,  owns 
real  farm  or  ranch  property  which  does 
not  exceed  15  percent  of  the  median 
farm  or  ranch  acreage  in  the  county 
where  the  applicant  will  purchase  land 
(median  county  farm  or  ranch  acreage 
will  be  determined  fiam  the  most  recent 
Census  of  Agriculture  developed  by  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Bureau 
of  the  Census). 

(6)  Demonstrates  that  the  available 
resources  of  the  immediate  family  of  the 
applicant  are  not  sufficient  to  enable  the 
applicant  to  enter  or  continue  farming  or 
ranching  on  a  viable  scale. 

(7)  In  addition,  if  an  entity  applicant, 
all  members  of  the  entity  must  meet  the 
requirements  of  paragraphs  (2).  (5),  and 
(6)  of  this  definition. 
***** 

Socially  disadvantaged  applicant.  An 
applicant/borrower  who  has  been 
subjected  to  racial  or  ethnic  prejudice 
because  of  their  identity  as  a  member  of 
a  group,  without  regard  to  their 
individual  qualities.  For  entity 
applicants,  the  majority  interest  has  to 
be  held  by  socially  disadvantaged 
individuals.  FmHA  has  identified 
socially  disadvantaged  groups  as 
Blacks,  American  Indians,  Alaskan 
Natives,  Hispanics,  Asians,  and  Pacific 
Islanders. 

***** 

20.  Section  1955.106  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1955.106  Disposition  of  fann  property. 
***** 


(b)  Racial  and  ethnic  consideration. 
The  County  Supervisor  will  mak6  a 
special  effort  to  insure  that  prospective 
purchasers,  who  traditionally  would  not 
be  expected  to  apply  for  farm  ownership 
loan  assistance  because  of  existing 
racial  or  ethnic  prejudice,  are  informed 
of  the  availability  of  the  Socially 
Disadvantaged  Program.  Emphasis  will 
be  placed  on  providing  assistance  to 
such  socially  disadvantaged  applicants 
in  accordance  with  the  applicable 
sections  of  subpart  A  of  part  1943  of  this 
chapter. 

***** 

21.  Section  1955.107  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (e)  and  adding 
paragraph  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1955.107  Sate  of  sultabte  property 
(CONACT). 

***** 

(e)  Selection  of  purchaser  for  nonfarm 
property.  When  more  than  one 
acceptable  offer  is  received  during 
business  hours  on  the  same  day,  ^e 
order  in  which  they  will  be  considered  is 
by  lot.  If  otherwise  acceptable,  the 
contract  should  be  signed  and  accepted 
subject  to  approval  of  credit  “Backup" 
offers  will  be  retained  in  case  the  first 
offer  processed  cannot  be  closed. 

(f)  Selection  of  purchaser  for  farm 
property.  After  leaseback/buyback  and 
homestead  protection  rights  have 
expired  or  been  waived,  suitable 
farmland  must  be  sold  in  priority 
outlined  in  paragraph  (f|(l]  of  this 
section.  In  determining  if  the  property  is 
a  family  size  farm,  the  County 
Committee  should  refer  to  the 
definitions  of  family  farm  and  farm  is 

§  1943.4  of  subpart  A  of  part  1943  of  this 
chapter.  When  farm  inventory  property 
is  larger  than  family  size,  the  property 
will  be  subdivided  into  suitable  family 
size  farms  pursuant  to  §  1955.140  of  this 
subpart. 

(1)  Priority.  In  selling  suitable 
farmland,  priority  will  be  given  to 
applicants  in  the  following  order,  as 
determined  by  the  County  Committee: 

(i)  Beginning  farmers  or  ranchers,  as 
defined  in  §  1955.103  of  this  subpart,  as 
of  the  time  immediately  after  the 
contract  for  sale  or  lease  is  entered  into, 
who  are  also  socially  disadvantaged 
applicants,  as  defined  in  §  1955.103  of 
this  subpart. 

(ii)  Beginning  farmers  or  ranchers,  as 
defined  in  §  1955.103  of  this  subpart,  as 
of  the  time  immediately  after  the 
contract  for  sale  or  lease  is  entered  into. 

(iii)  Operators  of  not  larger  than 
family-size  farms,  who  meet  the 
eligibility  requirements  outlined  in 

§  1943.12  of  subpart  A  of  part  1943  of 
this  chapter  or  in  §  1980.180  of  subpart  B 
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of  part  1980  of  this  chapter,  and  who  are 
also  socially  disadvantaged  applicants, 
as  defined  in  §  1955.103  of  this  subpart. 

(iv)  Operators  of  not  larger  than 
family-size  farms,  who  meet  the 
eligibility  requirements  outlined  in 

5  1943.12  of  subpart  A  of  part  1943  of 
this  chapter  or  in  §  1980.180  of  subpart  B 
of  part  1980  of  this  chapter. 

(v)  Operators  of  not  larger  than 
family-size  farms,  as  of  the  time 
immediately  after  the  contract  of  sale  or 
lease  is  entered  into  (such  operators  are 
not  in  need  of  FmHA  credit  assistance 
on  eligible  rates  and  terms). 

(2)  Random  selection.  Any  appeal  by 
an  applicant  resulting  from;  an 
unfavorable  eligibility  or  feasibility 
decision,  as  set  forth  in  §  1910.6  (b)  or 
(d)  of  subpart  A  of  Part  1910  of  this 
chapter,  or  the  priority  category  that  the 
County  Committee  determined  that  the 
applicant  should  be  placed  in,  as  set 
forth  in  §  1910.6  (e)  of  subpart  A  of  part 
1910  of  this  chapter,  will  be  concluded 
prior  to  the  County  Committee  selecting 
the  purchaser.  When  there  is  more  than 
one  applicant  in  the  priority  category 
that  the  purchaser  will  be  selected  from, 
the  County  Committee  will  select  by  lot 
by  placing  the  names  in  a  receptacle  and 
drawing  names  sequentially.  Efrawn 
offers  will  be  numbered  and  those 
drawn  after  the  first  drawn  offer  will  be 
held  as  backup  offers  pending  sale  to 
the  successful  offeror.  Prospective 
purchasers  of  suitable  farmland  and 
other  interested  parties  may  attend  the 
random  selection  drawing. 

(3)  Notification  of  applicants  not 
selected  to  purchase  suitable  farmland 
due  to  priority  selection.  When  the 
County  Committee  selects  an  applicant 
to  purchase  suitable  farmland,  in 
accordance  with  this  paragraph,  all 
applicants  not  selected  will  be  notiHed 
in  writing  that  they  were  not  selected. 
The  County  Committee’s  random 
selection  by  lot  is  not  appealable. 

Dated:  January  9, 1992. 

Roland  R.  Vautour, 

Under  Secretary  for  Smalt  Community  and 
Rural  Development 

IFR  Doc.  92-10366  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
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7  CFR  Part  1955 

Holding  Period  for  Suitable  inventory 
Farm  Property  in  Accordance  with 
Provisions  of  the  Food,  Agriculture, 
Conservation,  and  Trade  Act  of  1990 

agency:  Farmers  Home  Administration, 
USDA. 


ACTION:  Interim  rule  with  requests  for 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food,  Agriculture, 
Conservation,  and  Trade  Act  of  1990 
(Public  Law  101-624),  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  "FACT  ACT’,  amends 
provisions  of  the  Consolidated  Farm  and 
Rural  Development  Act  (CONACT)  and 
therefore,  revises  the  procedure  by 
which  Farmers  Home  Administration 
(FmHA)  manages  and  disposes  of  farm 
inventory  property.  The  FmHA  amends 
its  regulations  to  conform  to  paragraph 
(a),  "Holding  Period,”  of  Section  1813, 
"Disposition  of  Suitable  Property,”  of 
the  FACT  ACT,  which  will  allow  the 
Agency  to  declare  suitable  farm 
inventory  property  surplus  12  months 
from  the  date  frrst  published  for  sale  to 
family-size  farm  operators,  which 
includes  beginning  farmers  and 
ranchers.  The  intended  effect  is  to 
facilitate  the  Agency’s  efforts  to  sell 
farm  and  ranch  property,  reduce  the 
Agency’s  holding  cost  for  inventory 
property  and  implement  the  provisions 
of  the  FACT  ACT. 

DATES:  Interim  rule  is  effective  May  7. 
1992.  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  June  8, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  written  comments, 
in  duplicate,  to  the  Office  of  the  Chief, 
Regulations  Analysis  and  Control 
Branch,  Farmers  Home  Administration, 
USDA,  room  6348,  South  Agriculture 
Building,  14th  and  Independence 
Avenue  SW„  Washington,  DC,  20250. 
All  written  comments  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  above  address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Roger  H.  Witt,  Branch  Chief.  Farmers 
Programs,  Loan  Servicing  and  Property 
Management  Division,  Farmers  Home 
Administration,  USDA,  room  5446, 
Washington,  DC  20250,  Telephone  (202) 
720-1984. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Classincation 

This  action  has  been  reviewed  under 
USDA  procedures  established  in 
Departmental  Regulation  1512-1,  which 
implements  Executive  Order  12291,  and 
has  been  determined  to  be  nonmajor 
because  it  will  not  result  in  an  annual 
effect  on  the  economy  of  100  million 
dollars  or  more. 

Programs  Affected 

These  changes  affect  the  following 
FmHA  programs  as  listed  in  the  catalog 
of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance: 

10.404 — Emergency  Loans. 

10.406—  Farm  Operating  Loans. 

10.407 —  Farm  Ownership  Loans. 


10.410 — Low  Income  Housing  Loans.  (Section 

502  Rural  Housing  Loans) 

10.416 — Soil  and  Water  Loans. 

Intergovernmental  Consultation 

1.  For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  final 
rule  related  to  Notice  7  CFR  part  3015, 
subpart  V  (48  FR  29115,  June  24. 1983) 
and  FmHA  Instruction  1940-J, 
"Intergovernmental  Review  of  FmHA 
programs  and  Activities”  (December  23, 
1983),  Emergency  Loans,  Farm  Operating 
Loans,  and  Farm  Ownership  Loans  are 
excluded  with  the  exception  of  the 
nonfarm  enterprise  activity  from  the 
scope  of  Executive  Order  12372  which 
requires  intergovernmental  consultation 
with  State  and  local  officials. 

2.  The  Soil  and  Water  Loans  Programs 
is  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  12372  and  FmHA  Instruction 
1940-). 

Environmental  Impact  Statement 

This  document  has  been  reviewed  in 
accordance  with  7  CFR  part  1940, 
subpart  G,  “Environmental  Program.”  It 
is  the  determination  of  FmHA  that  this 
action  does  not  constitute  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment,  and 
in  accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969, 

(Public  Law  91-190),  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  is  not  required. 

I.  Summary  of  Proposal  and  Response  to 
Comments 

A.  Background 

Section  1813,  "Disposition  of  Suitable 
Property,”  of  the  FACT  ACT  amends  the 
CONACT  and  therefore  revises  the 
procedures  by  which  the  Agency 
disposes  of  farm  inventory  property. 
Paragraph  (a),  "Holding  Period,”  of 
section  1813  provides  that  the  Agency 
will  classify  suitable  farm  property 
surplus  12  months  from  the  date  first 
published  for  sale.  Prior  to  the 
enactment  of  the  FACT  ACT,  the 
Agency  was  required  to  hold  suitable 
farm  property  in  inventory  for  a  three- 
year  period  after  the  date  of  acquisition 
before  it  declared  the  property  surplus 
and  sold  to  the  general  public.  On  May 
29, 1991,  a  proposed  rule  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (56  FR  24145- 
24147)  and  provided  for  a  30-day 
comment  period  ending  June  28, 1991. 
The  Agency  proposed  to  amend  its 
regulations  by  removing  the  three-year 
holding  period  and  adding  the  provision 
of  the  FACT  ACT  that  provides  that 
suitable  farm  property  will  be  classified 
surplus  12  months  from  the  date  the 
property  was  first  published  for  sale  to 
family-size  farm  operators. 
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The  FmHA  published  an  iterim  rule 
Rule  on  September  14, 1988,  in  the 
Federal  Register  (53  FR  35638-35798] 
implementing  certain  provisions  of  the 
A^cultural  Credit  Act  of  1987,  The 
Agricultural  Credit  Act  provided  for  a 
debt  writedown  authority  for  FmHA 
delinquent  borrowers,  revised 
leaseback/buyback  provisions,  and 
made  changes  in  the  way  FmHA 
disposes  of  inventory  property.  The 
interim  rule  dated  September  14, 1988, 
was  effective  October  14, 1988,  and 
revised  certain  sections  of  subparts  B 
and  C  of  part  1955  of  this  chapter.  The 
FACT  ACT  amends,  in  part,  the 
Agricultural  Credit  Act  of  1987,  and 
related  statutes  and  requires 
amendments  to  the  Agency's  existing 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  this 
document  is  to  amend,  in  part,  the 
interim  rule  published  September  14, 

1988,  in  order  that  the  Agency's 
regulations  will  be  in  compliance  with 
the  FACT  ACT.  Any  comments  received 
on  the  interim  rule  published  September 
14, 1968,  and  this  interim  rule  will  be 
addressed  at  the  time  of  the  publishing 
of  the  final  rule. 

B.  Response  to  Comments 

The  Agency  received  five  comments 
to  the  May  29, 1991,  proposed  rule 
regarding  the  12-month  holding  period 
for  suitable  inventory  property.  Two  of 
the  respondents  suggested  the 
regulations  should  clarify  that  the  12- 
month  period  begins  on  the  date  of  the 
"first  set  of  advertisements  pursuant  to 
§  1955.107(a)  of  subpart  C  of  part  1955," 
instead  of  the  language  "date  first 
advertised  for  sale  in  accordance  with 
§  1955.107(a).”  We  agree  with  the 
conunent  and  have  clarified  §  §  1955.63 
and  1955.108  to  include  the  term  "date  of 
the  first  advertisement  pursuant  to 
§  1955.107(a)'’  rather  than  “date  first 
published.”  In  addition,  the  two 
respondents  recommended  that  it  should 
be  made  more  clear  that  property  is  still 
required  to  be  advertised  at  least  one 
more  time  during  the  12-month  period  if 
not  sold  after  the  first  advertisement. 
This  requirement  was  a  provision  of  the 
Agricultural  Credit  Act  of  1987  and  was 
adopted  in  regulations  issued  on 
October  14, 1988.  We  have,  however, 
strengthened  the  regulations  by  adding 
to  the  definition  of  “surplus  property”  in 
§  1  1955.53  and  1955.103  the  requirement 
that  suitable  property  must  have  been 
advertised,  as  a  minimum,  twice  to 
family-size  farm  operators  before  the 
property  is  declared  surplus.  This 
requirement  is  in  addition  to  the 
requirement  that  property  may  be 
declared  surplus  12  months  after  the 
date  of  the  first  set  of  advertisements. 


Two  of  the  respondents  were 
concerned  that  suitable  property  that 
has  already  been  in  inventory  for 
several  years  will  continue  to  be  held  in 
inventory  for  another  year  before  it 
could  be  declared  surplus  and  would 
result  in  an  increase  in  the  holding  cost 
of  inventory  property.  One  of  the 
respondents  recommended  that  if  the 
farm  property  was  already  in  inventory 
for  three  years  or  more  on  May  7, 1992, 
it  would  not  be  property  which  would  be 
desirable  for  sale  to  a  beginning  or 
young  farmer  and  should  be  declared 
surplus.  The  other  respondent 
recommended  that  if  suitable  property 
had  been  in  inventory  one  year  or  more, 
and  the  property  had  been  previously 
advertised  to  family-size  farm  operators, 
that  it  should  be  declared  surplus  now 
rather  than  re-advertising  the  property 
to  a  beginning  farmer  and  possibly 
holding  the  property  for  an  additional 
year  before  declaring  the  property 
surplus. 

The  Agency  is  cognizant  of  the 
increasing  cost  of  holding  inventory  and 
that  the  average  holding  period  for 
suitable  farm  property  has  steadily 
increased  from  23.0  months  in 
September  1988,  34.7  months  in 
September  1989,  38.8  months  in 
September  1990,  and  41.3  months  in 
September  1991.  In  addition,  as  of 
October  2. 1991,  FmHA  had  2,842 
suitable  inventory  farms  in  inventory 
and  1,481  (52  percent)  of  those  farms 
have  been  in  inventory  for  a  period  of 
time  greater  than  24  months.  In  light  of 
the  concerns  of  the  lengthy  holding 
period  for  inventory  property  and  to 
assure  adequate  advertising  exposure  to 
family-size  farm  operators,  we  have 
amended  the  proposed  rule.  Beginning  . 
with  property  acquired  on  or  after  May 
7. 1992,  any  suitable  property  which  is 
acquired  and  is  in  inventory  for  a  period 
of  time  that  is  12  months  or  more,  from 
the  date  of  the  first  set  of 
advertisements,  and  it  has  been 
advertised  at  least  twice  (that  is,  two 
separate  sets  of  advertisements 
appearing  for  three  straight  weeks  each 
time)  to  family-size  farm  operators,  the 
property  may  be  classified  surplus. 
However,  we  have  added  an  additional 
requirement  for  existing  property  which 
has  been  in  inventory  prior  to  May  7, 
1992,  which  has  already  been  advertised 
twice  and  over  12  months  have  passed 
since  the  first  set  of  advertisements.  The 
Agency  will  require  that  such  property 
be  advertised  one  more  time  to  assure 
the  property  is  adequately  exposed  to 
family-size  farm  operators  and  in 
accordance  with  section  335(c)(2)  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural 
Development  Act.  a  priority  will  be 


given  to  potential  purchasers  that  are 
beginning  farmers.  If  there  are  no 
successful  applicants  to  purchase  the 
property,  it  will  then  be  declared 
surplus. 

One  additional  conunent  was 
received.  The  respondent  was  very 
complimentary  on  the  Agency's  attempt 
to  r^uce  the  holding  time  and  to  limit 
the  cost  of  holding  such  property.  No 
revisions  were  made  as  a  result  of  this 
comment 

In  addition  to  the  revisions  made  to 
the  proposed  rule  discussed  above,  we 
have  administratively  revised  the 
introductory  paragraph  to  §  1955.107  of 
subpart  C  of  part  1955  of  this  chapter  to 
clarify  that  farm  property  which  has 
been  declared  suitable  will  be  offered 
for  sale  to  family-size  farm  operators 
and  a  priority  given  to  beginning  farmers 
in  accordance  with  S  1955.107(f)  of  this 
subpart.  CONACT  real  property,  other 
than  farm  property,  which  has  been 
declared  suitable  for  sale  to  eligible 
applicants  will  be  offered  for  regular 
sale  to  program  applicants  in 
accordance  with  FmHA  regulations  that 
apply  to  the  appropriate  loan  program. 

Other  minor  changes  have  been  made 
for  the  purpose  of  clarifying  phrases  and 
to  correct  grammar,  punctuation  and  etc. 
In  addition,  this  interim  final  rule  is 
being  published  on  the  same  date,  but  in 
a  separate  document,  as  the  final  rule  of 
the  Agency's  definition  of  "Beginning 
farmer  and  rancher”  and  the  random 
selection  process.  The  Beginning  Farmer 
and  Rancher  final  rule  adds  the 
definition  of  “Beginning  farmer  and 
rancher"  to  FmHA  regulations  as  well 
as  new  paragraph  1955.107(f),  “Selection 
of  purchaser  for  farm  property,”  of 
subpart  C  of  part  1955.  Both  the 
beginning  farmer  and  rancher  definition 
and  new  paragraph  1955.107(f)  are 
referred  to  as  references  in  this 
document. 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  1955 

Foreclosure,  Government  acquired 
property  Credit,  Loan  Programs — 
Agriculture,  Loan  Programs — Housing 
and  Community  Development,  Low  and 
Moderate  Income  Housing  Loans — 
Servicing.  Debt  Restructuring. 

Accordingly  chapter  XVIII.  title  7. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  1955— PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1955 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C.  1989;  42  U.S.C.  1480:  5 
U.S.C.  301;  7  CFR  2.23  and  2.70. 
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Subpart  B — Management  of  Property 

2.  Section  1955.53  as  amended  by 
revising  the  definition  of  ‘*Surplu8 
property”  to  read  as  follows: 

§1955.53  DeNnttions. 

•  *  *  *  * 

Surplus  property.  Real  property 
acquired  pursuant  to  the  CONACT  and 
other  Acts  authorizing  agricultural 
lending  as  defined  in  this  section  that  is 
neither  farmland  nor  can  be  used  for 
general  fanning  purposes.  It  also 
includes  chattel  property  as  well  as 
suitable  CXDNACT  real  property  which 
is  not  sold  within  12  months  after  the 
date  of  the  first  advertisement  to  family- 
size  farm  operators,  including  beginning 
fcirmers  and  ranchers.  The  property 
must  also  have  been  advertised,  at  a 
minimum,  twice  (that  is,  two  separate 
sets  of  advertisements  appearing  for  3 
straight  weeks  each  time)  to  family-size 
farm  operators.  In  addition  to  the  above 
requirements,  any  suitable  property  that 
was  in  inventory  on  May  7, 1992,  must 
be  advertised  one  more  time  (that  is,  one 
of  the  advertisements  must  be  after  May 
7. 1992  for  sale  to  family-size  farm 
operators,  including  be^nning  fanners 
and  ranchers.  If  the  real  estate  property 
was  withheld  from  the  market  because 
it  was  determined  its  sale  would  have  a 
negative  impact  on  farm  real  estate 
values  or  for  other  administrative 
purposes,  such  as  statutory  or  proposed 
regulation  revisions,  the  12-month 
period  will  be  extended  to  allow  for  a 
total  of  a  12-month  market  period. 

3.  Section  1955.63  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1955.63  Suttabiiity  determination. 
***** 

(a)  Property  other  than  housing. 
Property  which  secured  loans  or  was 
acquired  under  the  CONACT  will  be 
classified  as  suitable  or  surplus.  Farm 
property  will  be  classified  by  the 
applicable  County  Committee.  Property 
acquired  under  the  CONACT  whidi  is 
originally  classified  as  suitable  may  be 
reclassified  as  siuplus  because  of 
physical  damage  such  as  fire,  flood, 
sheet  erosion  or  falling  water  table, 
which  occurs,  or  change  in  economic 
conditions  such  as  rising  cost  of 
production  inputs,  viable  market  outlets 
and  obsolescence,  which  affect  its 
suitability  for  program  purposes.  In 
addition,  suitable  farm  property  that  is 
not  sold  to  a  family-size  farm  operator, 
including  beginning  farmers  or  ranchers, 
within  12  months  from  the  date  of  the 
first  advertisement  pursuant  to 
§  1955.107(a)  of  subpart  C  of  part  1955  of 
this  chapter,  will  be  reclassified  surplus. 


Any  suitable  property  that  was  in 
inventory  as  of  May  7, 1992,  must  be 
advertised  one  more  time  (that  is,  one 
advertisement  must  be  after  May  7, 1992 
to  family-size  farm  operators.  If  the 
property  was  withheld  firom  the  market 
because  its  sale  may  have  a  negative 
impact  on  farm  real  estate  values  or  for 
other  administrative  reasons,  such  as 
statutory  or  proposed  regulation 
revisions,  the  12-month  period  will  be 
extended  to  compensate  for  the  period 
of  time  the  property  was  not  available 
for  sale.  Form  FmHA  1955-3A  must  be 
completed  and  entered  into  the  FmHA 
field  office  terminal  to  update  the 
change  in  the  property’s  classification.  If 
the  property  is  offered  for  sale  as 
surplus  and  the  purchaser  is  eligible  for 
FmHA  assistance,  it  may  be  reclassified 
by  the  County  Committee  as  suitable  if 
it  is  in  fact  suitable  for  program 
purposes. 

***** 

Subpart  C— Oispoaal  of  Inventory 
Property 

4.  Section  1955.103  is  amended  by 
revising  the  definition  of  “Surplus 
property”  to  read  as  follows: 

§1955.103  Definitions. 
***** 

Surplus  property.  Real  property 
acquired  pursuant  to  the  CONACT  and 
other  Acts  authorizing  agricultural 
lending  as  defined  in  this  section  that  is 
neither  farmland  nor  can  be  used  for 
general  farming  purposes.  It  also 
includes  chattel  property  as  well  as 
suitable  CONACT  real  property  which 
is  not  sold  within  12  months  after  the 
date  of  the  first  advertisement  to  family- 
size  farm  operators,  including  beginning 
farmers  and  ranchers.  The  property 
must  also  have  been  advertised,  as  a 
minimum,  twice  (that  is,  two  separate 
sets  of  advertisements  appearing  for  3 
straight  weeks  each  time)  to  family-size 
farm  operators.  In  addition  to  the  above 
requirements,  any  suitable  property  that 
was  in  inventory  on  May  7, 1992,  must 
be  advertised  one  more  time  (that  is,  one 
of  the  advertisements  must  be  after  May 
7, 1992)  for  sale  to  family-size  farm 
operators,  including  beginning  farmers 
and  ranchers.  If  the  real  estate  property 
was  withheld  fiom  the  market  because 
it  was  determined  its  sale  would  have  a 
negative  impact  on  farm  real  estate 
values  or  for  other  administrative 
purposes,  such  as  statutory  or  proposed 
regulation  revisions,  the  12-month 
period  will  be  extended  to  allow  for  a 
total  of  a  12-month  market  period. 


§1955.105  lAmandad] 

4A.  Section  1955.105  is  amended  by 
changing  the  references  in  paragraph 
(c)(5)  from  paragraphs  "(a)(3)  and  (a)(4)” 
to  read  paragraphs  “(c)(3)  and  (c)(4)” 
and  by  dianging  the  reference  in  the  last 
sentence  of  paragraph  (d)  fi-om 
“§  1955.137  (d)”  to  read  “§  1955.137(c)." 

5.  Section  1955.107  is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  text  to  read  as 
follow: 

§  1955.107  Sato  of  sultabla  property 
(CONACT). 

CONACT  real  property,  other  than 
farm  property,  which  has  been  declared 
suitable  W  sale  to  eligible  applicants 
will  be  offered  for  regular  sale  to 
program  applicants  in  accordance  with 
FmHA  regulations  that  apply  to  the 
appropriate  loan  program.  Farm 
property,  except  as  provided  in 
§  1955.105(c)  of  this  subpart,  which  as 
been  dedar^  suitable  will  be  offered 
for  sale  to  family-size  farm  applicants 
and  a  priority  given  to  those  applicants 
that  are  determined  to  be  a  socially 
disadvantaged  applicant  and/or 
beginning  farmer  or  rancher  in 
accordance  with  §  1955.107(f)  of  this 
subpart.  Real  property  will  be  managed 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  this  part  until  sold  under 
this  section  or  reclassified  as  surplus 
and  sold  under  §  1955.108  of  this 
subpart. 

***** 

6.  Section  1955.108  is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  text  and 
paragraph  (c):  paragraph  (d)  is  amended 
by  removing  the  words  “or  suitable 
property  whdch  has  been  in  inventory 
for  3  years”  in  the  first  sentence  and  by 
removing  the  second  sentence  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1^5.108  Sato  of  surplus  property 
(CONACT). 

Except  where  a  lessee  is  exercising 
the  option  to  purchase  under  Homestead 
Protection  and  Leaseback/Buyback 
provisions  of  Subpart  S  of  Part  1951  of 
this  chapter,  surplus  property  will  be 
offered  for  public  sale  by  sealed  bid  or 
auction  in  accordance  with  §  1955.147  or 
§  1955.148  of  this  subpart  as  soon  as 
possible  after  it  has  been  declared 
surplus  and  made  available  for  sale. 
Suitable  farm  property  which  has  been 
advertised  twice  (that  is,  two  separate 
sets  of  advertisements  appearing  for  3 
straight  weeks  each  time)  which  has  not 
been  sold  to  a  family-size  farm  operator 
within  12  months  after  the  first 
advertisements  pursuant  to  §  1955.107(a) 
of  this  subpart  will  be  offered  for  sale  in 
accordance  with  this  section.  Any 
suitable  property  that  was  in  inventory 
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on  May  7, 1992,  must  be  advertised  one 
more  time  (that  is,  one  of  the 
advertisements  must  be  after  May  7, 

1992)  for  sale  to  family-size  farm 
operators,  including  beginning  farmers 
and  ranchers.  If.  during  the  12-month 
period,  the'property  was  withheld  from 
the  market  because  it  was  determined 
its  sale  would  have  had  a  negative 
impact  on  farm  real  estate  values  or  for 
other  administrative  purposes,  such  as 
statutory  or  proposed  regulation 
revisions,  the  12-month  period  will  be 
extended  to  allow  for  a  12-month  market 
period  fof  the  property.  After  the  12- 
month  term,  the  property  will  be  offered 
for  sale  as  surplus;  however,  if  the  buyer 
is  eligible  for  FmHA  assistance,  any 
surplus  property  which  is  actually 
suitable  will  be  reclassified  to  suitable 
by  the  County  Committee  and  sold  on 
eligible  terms.  The  basis  for  this 
redetermination  must  be  documented  in 
the  running  record.  On  a  credit  sale,  the 
property  may  not  be  used  for  any 
purpose  that  will  contribute  to  excessive 
erosion  of  highly  erodible  land  or  to  the 
conversion  of  wetlands  to  produce  an 
agricultural  commodity,  as  further 
explained  in  Exhibit  M  of  subpart  G  of 
part  1940  of  this  chapter.  Additionally, 
all  prospective  buyers  will  be  notified  in 
writing  as  a  part  of  the  property 
advertisement  of  the  presence  of  highly 
erodible  land,  converted  wetlands, 
floodplains,  wetlands,  or  other  special 
characteristics  of  the  property  that  may 
limit  its  use  or  cause  for  an  easement  tc 
be  placed  on  the  property 
«  *  «  *  * 

(c)  Sale  by  sealed  bid  or  auction. 
Surplus  real  property  must  be  offered  for 
public  sale  by  sealed  bid  or  auction. 
Suitable  real  property  may  be  sold  by 
sealed  or  auction  once  the  property  has 
been  advertised  twice  (that  is,  two 
separate  sets  of  advertisements 
appearing  for  3  straight  weeks  each 
time]  and  has  not  been  sold  to  a  family- 
size  farm  operator,  including  begirming 
farmers  and  ranchers,  within  12  months 
from  the  date  of  the  first  advertisement 
pursuant  to  S  1955.107  (a)  cf  this 
subpart.  Any  suitable  property  that  was 
in  inventory  on  May  7, 1992,  must  be 
advertised  one  more  time  (that  is,  one  of 
the  advertisements  must  be  after  May  7, 
1992)  for  sale  to  family-size  farm 
operators,  including  beginning  farmers 
and  ranchers.  The  State  Director  will 
determine  the  method  of  the  sale,  the 
minimum  acceptable  sale  price  and 
whether  or  not  credit  will  be  offered 
prior  to  the  offering.  The  minimum 
acceptable  sale  price  established  may 
not  be  more  than  the  market  value.  For 
sealed  bid  sales,  preference  will  be 
given  to  a  cash  offer  which  is  at 


least  *  percent  of  the  highest  offer 
requiring  credit.  (*  Refer  to  Exhibit  B  of 
FmHA  Instruction  440.1  (available  in 
any  FmHA  Office)  for  the  current 
percentage.)  For  property  other  than 
farm  property,  equally  acceptable  sealed 
bid  offers  will  be  decided  by  lot.  For 
farm  property,  when  an  equally 
acceptable  sealed  bid  is  received  from 
an  individual  that  is  not  a  family-size 
farm  operator  (such  as  an  investor)  and 
an  operator  of  not  larger  than  a  family- 
size  farm,  the  County  Committee  will 
select  the  purchaser  who  is  the  operator 
of  not  larger  than  a  family-size  farm.  If 
there  is  more  than  one  equally 
acceptable  sealed  bid  offers  received 
from  not  larger  than  family-size  farm 
operators,  the  County  Committee  will 
give  a  priority  and  select  the  purchaser 
in  accordance  with  §  1955.107(f)  of  this 
subpart. 

***** 

Dated:  February  6, 1992. 

Rachel  L.  Scioada, 

Acting  Administrator,  Farmers  Home 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10367  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  91-NM-240-AD;  Amendment 
39-8234;  AD  92-10-01] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Boeing 
Model  767  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  supersedes 
an  existing  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  Boeing  Model  767  series 
airplanes,  that  currently  requires 
modification  of  the  inboard  edges  of  the 
rub  strip  on  the  inboard  spoilers.  That 
action  was  prompted  by  reports  of 
damage  to  overwing  escape  slides 
caused  by  the  slide  contacting  the  sharp 
comers  of  the  inboard  spoilers.  This 
condition,  if  not  corrected,  could  render 
the  overwing  escape  slides  unusable  in 
the  event  of  an  emergency  evacuation. 
This  amendment  requires  modification 
of  additional  inboard  spoilers  that  were 
not  previously  identified. 

DATES:  Effective  June  11, 1992. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  767-27-0104, 
dated  November  15, 1990,  and  Revision 
1,  dated  May  30, 1991,  was  previously 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 


Register  as  of  August  29, 1991  (56  FR 
34019,  July  25, 1991). 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  767-27-0104, 
Revision  2,  dated  September  12, 1991,  is 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  as  of  June  11, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  The  service  information 
referenced  in  this  AD  may  be  obtained 
from  Boeing  Commercial  Airplane 
Group,  P.O.  Box  3707,  Seattle, 
Washington  98124.  This  information 
may  be  examined  at  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  (FAA), 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate,  Rules 
Docket,  1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW..  Renton, 
Washington;  or  at  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register,  1100  L  Street  NW.. 
room  8401,  Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Jayson  B.  Claar,  Seattle  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  Airframe  Branch, 
ANM-120S,  FAA,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington  98055-4056; 
telephone  (206)  227-2784;  fax  (206)  227- 
1181. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 

proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  by  superseding  AD 
91-15-13,  amendment  39-7077  (56  FR 
34019,  July  25, 1991),  which  is  applicable 
to  Model  767  series  airplanes,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  15, 1992  (57  FR  1693),  The  action 
proposed  to  require  modification  of  the 
inboard  edges  of  the  rub  strip  on 
additional  part-numbered  inboard 
spoilers  that  were  not  previously 
identified  at  the  time  AD  91-15-13  was 
issued. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  amendment.  Due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
comments  received. 

Two  commenters  support  the 
proposal. 

A  third  commenter  objects  to  the 
modification  being  mandated  by  AD 
action.  The  commenter  states  that  a 
slide  would  remain  usable  for 
evacuation  even  with  one  of  its  two 
chambers  deflated  (due  to  the  subject 
damage).  The  FAA  notes  that  this 
commenter  expressed  this  same 
objection  to  the  issuance  of  AD  91-15- 
13.  As  previously  stated  in  the  FAA’s 
disposition  of  this  same  comment  in  the 
preamble  to  AD  91-15-13,  the  FAA  does 
not  concur  with  the  conunenter’s 
objection.  The  overwing  slide  is  a  twin 
tube  design,  and  loss  of  one  tube  will 
not  affect  the  airholding  ability  of  the 
other  tube.  Dxiring  the  development  of 
the  overwing  slide,  the  slide 
manufacturer  demonstrated  that  one 
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person  per  lane  could  safely  traverse  tbe 
slide  with  one  tube  deflated:  however, 
the  slide  in  this  conditira  (only  cme  tube 
inflated)  was  not  demonstrated  to  meet 
the  evacuation  rate  required  to  evacuate 
tbe  airplane  safely.  The  FAA  considers 
this  to  be  an  uiuafe  condition. 

Therefore,  issuance  of  this  AD  action  is 
warranted. 

After  careful  review  of  the  available 
data,  including  the  comments  noted 
above,  the  FAA  has  determined  that  air 
safety  and  the  public  interest  require  the 
adoption  of  the  rule  as  proposed. 

There  are  approximately  298  Model 
787  series  airplartes  of  the  affected 
design  in  the  worldwide  fleet.  The  FAA 
estimates  that  111  airplanes  of  U.S. 
registry  will  be  affected  by  this  AD.  that 
it  will  take  approximately  4  work  hours 
per  airplane  to  accompli^  the  required 
actions,  and  that  the  average  labor  cost 
is  $55  per  work  hour.  Tbe  cost  of 
required  parts  is  expected  to  be 
ne^igible.  Based  on  these  figures,  the 
tot^  cost  impact  of  the  AD  on  U.S. 
operators  is  estimated  to  be  $24,420. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  cUrect  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various  levels 
of  government  Therefore,  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12612.  it  is 
determined  that  this  final  nile  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  action  (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291:  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR 11034,  February  26, 1979):  and  (3)  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
A  final  evaluation  has  been  prepaid  for 
this  action  and  it  is  contained  in  the 
Rules  Docket  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Rules  Docket  at  the 
location  provided  under  the  caption 
"ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 
Safety. 

Adopticm  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 


PART  SIMAIRWORTHIIIESS 
DIRECnVES] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority.  48  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C  10e(g);  and  14  CFR  11S9. 

§  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
removing  amendment  39-7077  (56  FR 
34019,  )uly  25, 1991),  and  by  adding  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
amendment  39-8234,  to  read  as  follows: 

02-10-01.  Boeing:  Amendment  39-8234. 

Dodcet  No.  81-NM-240-AD.  Supersedes 
AD  91-15-13,  Amendment  39-7077. 

Applicability:  Model  767  series  airplanes, 
as  listed  in  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  787-27- 
0104,  Revision  2,  dated  September  12, 1991; 
certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
previously  accomplished. 

To  prevent  the  overwing  escape  slide  from 
being  damaged  by  sharp  edges  of  the  rub 
strip  on  the  inboard  spoilers,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  by  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  AD,  within  the  next  9  months  after 
August  29, 1991  (the  efirctive  date  of 
amendment  39-7077),  modify  the  inboard 
edges  of  the  rub  strip  on  the  inboard  spoilers 
in  accordance  with  Boeing  Service  Bulletin 
767-27-0104.  dated  November  15. 1990  or 
Revision  1,  dated  May  30, 1991. 

(b)  For  airplanes  equipped  with  inboard 
spoiler  assembHes,  part  numbers  113T410O- 
37,  -38,  -41,  -42.  -45,  and  -46:  Within  the  next 
9  months  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
modify  the  inboard  edges  of  the  rub  strip  on 
the  inboard  spoilers  in  accordance  with 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  767-27-0104,  Revision 
2,  dated  September  12. 1991. 

(c)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Seattle  Aircraft  Certification  Office  (AGO). 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The 
request  shall  be  forwarded  through  an  FAA 
Principal  Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may 
concur  or  comment  and  then  send  it  to  the 
Manager,  Seattle  ACO. 

(d)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  airplanes  to  a  base  in  order  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  this  AD. 

(ej  The  modification  shall  be  done  in 
accordance  with  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  767- 
27-0104,  dated  November  15, 1900;  or 
Revision  1,  dated  May  30, 1991;  or  Revision  2, 
dated  September  12, 1991;  as  applicable.  This 
incorporation  by  reference  was  approved  by 
the  Director  of  tbe  Federal  Register  in 
accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  552(a)  and  1  CFR 
part  51.  (The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
Boeing  ^rvice  Bulletin  787-27-0104,  dated 
November  15, 1990,  and  Revision  1,  dated 
May  30, 1991,  was  previously  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  as  of 
August  29, 1991  (56  FR  34019,  )uly  25, 1991).) 
Copies  may  be  obtained  fimn  Boeing 
Commercial  Airplane  Ooup.  P.O.  Box  3707, 
Seattle,  Washington  98124.  Copies  may  be 


inspected  at  the  FAA,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate.  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW..  Renton, 
Washington;  or  at  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register.  1100  L  Street  NW,  room  8401, 
Washington,  DC. 

(f)  This  amendment  becmnes  effective  on 
June  11, 1992. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  April  13, 
1992. 

DJi.  Riggin, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service, 

[FR  Doc.  92-10705  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4t10-tS-M 

14  CFR  Part  39 

[Dockal  No.  >1  NM  279-AD;  Amendimnt 
39-8235(  AO  92-10-021 

Airworthiness  Directives;  British 
Aerospace  Model  BAe  146-100A, 
-200A»  and -300A  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
aptplicable  to  British  Aerospace  Model 
BAe  14e-100A,  -200A,  and  -300A  series 
airplanes,  that  requires  removal  of  a 
redundant  component  from  the  central 
audio  unit  station  selection  boards.  This 
amendment  is  prompted  by  the 
identification  of  a  single  redundant 
component  in  the  communications 
systmn  centra)  audio  unit  station 
selector  board,  the  failure  of  which 
could  render  the  communication  system 
inoperative.  Tlie  actions  specified  by 
this  AD  are  intended  to  prevent  loss  of 
all  radio  cmnmunications. 

DATES:  Effective  June  11, 1992. 

The  incorporaticHi  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  June  11, 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  The  service  information 
referenced  in  this  AD  may  be  obtained 
from  British  Aerospace,  PLC,  Librarian 
for  Service  Bulletins,  P.O.  Box  17414, 
Dulles  International  Airport, 
Washington,  DC  20041-0414.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA). 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate,  Rules 
Docket,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW„  Renton, 
Washington;  or  at  the  Office  of  Federal 
Register,  1100  L  Street  NW.,  room  8401, 
Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

William  Schroeder,  Standardization 
Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue 
SW.,  Renton,  Washington  98055-4056; 
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telephone  (206)  227-2113;  fax  (206)  227- 
1320. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 

proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that  is 
applicable  to  British  Aerospace  Model 
BAe  146-lOOA,  -200A,  and  -300A  s^es 
airplanes  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  23. 1992  (57  FR 
2695).  That  action  proposed  to  require 
removal  of  a  certain  redundant 
component  from  the  central  audio  unit 
station  selector  boards. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  amendment  No 
comments  were  submitted  in  response 
to  the  proposal 

After  careful  review  of  the  available 
data,  the  FAA  has  determined  that  air 
safety  and  the  public  interest  require  the 
ad^tion  of  the  rule  as  proposed. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  74  airplanes 
of  U.S.  registry  will  be  affected  by  this 
AD,  that  it  will  take  approximately  2 
work  hours  per  airplane  to  accompli^ 
the  required  actions,  and  that  the 
average  labor  rate  is  $55  per  work  hour. 
Based  on  these  figures,  the  total  cost 
impact  of  the  AD  on  U.S.  operators  is 
estimated  to  be  $8.14a 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substemtial  direct  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various  levels 
of  government  Therefore,  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12612,  it 
determined  that  this  final  rule  does  not 
have  sufficent  federalism  implications  to 
warrant  the  preparation  of  a  Federalism 
Assessment 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  action  (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034,  February  28, 1979);  and  (3)  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulat^y  Flexibility  Act 
A  final  evaluation  has  been  prepared  for 
this  action  and  it  is  contained  in  the 
Rules  Docket  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Rules  Dodket  at  the 
location  provided  under  the  caption 
“ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 
Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 


the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39-{  AIRWORTHINESS 
DtRECTtVES] 

1.  The  authority  citation  fix'  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Audiochy:  49  U.S.C  1354(a),  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR  11S9. 

§39.13  (Amondedl 

2.  Section  36.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

62-10-02.  BrhiBh  Aerospace;  Amendment  39- 
8235.  Dodcet  91-NM-279-AD. 

Applicability:  Model  BAe  148-lOOA,  -200A. 
and  -300A  series  airplanes,  certificated  in 
any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  loss  of  all  radio  communication, 
accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  60  days  after  the  effective  data 
of  this  AD,  remove  Capacitor  C68  (2.2uF,  35V] 
from  the  central  audio  unit  statioo  elector 
boards  in  accordance  with  British  Aerospace 
Modification  Service  Bulletin  SB23-36- 
0123aA,  dated  December  21, 190a 

(b)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acc^taUe  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The  request 
shall  be  forwarded  throu^  an  FAA  Principal 
Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may  concur  or 
comment  and  then  sent  it  to  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch. 

(c)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

(d)  liie  modification  shall  be  done  in 
accordance  with  British  Aerospace 
Modification  Service  Bulletin  SB23-36- 
01238A  dated  December  21, 1990.  This 
incorporation  by  reference  was  approved  by 
the  Director  of  die  Federal  Register  in 
accordance  with  5  U.S.C  5S2(a)  and  1  CFR 
part  51.  Copies  may  be  obtained  from  British 
Aerospace,  PLC,  Librarian  for  Service 
Bulletins,  P.O.  Box  17414,  Dulles  International 
Airport,  Washington,  DC  20041-0414.  Copies 
may  be  inspected  at  the  FAA  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington:  or  at  the  Office  of 
Federal  Register,  1100  L  Street  NW.,  room 
8401,  Washington,  DC 

(e)  Hiis  amendment  becomes  effective  on 
June  11, 1992. 

Issued  in  Renton.  Washington,  on  April  13, 
1992. 

D.L.  Rigfjta, 

Acting  Manager,  Tran^mrt  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  92-10706  Filed  S-6-92;  8:45  am] 
MLUNO  COOe  4S10-1S4I 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  Na  91,-NM-127-AO;  Amendment 
39-8239;  AD  92-09-08] 

Airworthiness  OiractlYaa;  Fokkar 
Modal  F28  Mark  0100  Saiias  Airplanes 
Et^rippad  with  Smiths  Industries 
Combinad  Procaaaor/TotMisar  (CPT) 
Units  Having  Fuel  Quantity  Indicafion 
in  Pounds 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  certain  Fokker  Model  F28 
Mark  0100  series  airplanes,  that  requires 
the  replacement  of  CPT  units  and 
modification  of  the  airplane's  wirii^ 
This  amendment  is  prompted  by  a  report 
indicating  that  a  CPT  unit  that  indicates 
fuel  quantity  in  pounds  might  be 
installed  in  an  airplane  with  a  metric 
Fuel  Quantity  Indicating  System  (FQIS), 
or  vice  versa.  The  actions  specified  by 
this  AD  are  intended  to  prevent 
inaccurate  presentation  of  foel  quantity. 
DATES:  Effective  June  11, 1992. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  June  11, 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  The  service  information 
referenced  in  this  AD  may  be  obtained 
from  Fokker  Aircraft  USA  Inc.,  1199 
North  Fairfax  Street  Alexandria. 
Virginia  22314.  This  information  may  be 
examined  at  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate.  Rules  Docket  1601 
Lind  Avenue  SW„  Renton.  Washington: 
or  at  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register, 
1100  L  Street  NW.,  room  8401, 
Washington.  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Mark  Quam.  Standardization 
Branch.  ANM-113:  telephone  (206)  227- 
2145:  fax  (206)  227-1320.  Mailing 
address:  FAA  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate.  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.. 
Renton,  Washington  96055-4056. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 
proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regtilations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that  is 
applicable  to  certain  Fokker  Model  F26 
Mark  0100  series  airplanes  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  July 
19, 1991  (56  FR  33215).  That  action 
proposed  to  require  the  replacement  of 
CPT  units  and  modification  of  the 
airplane's  wiring. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportimity  to  participate  in  the 
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making  of  this  amendment.  Due 
considerations  has  been  given  to  the 
comments  received. 

One  commenter  requests  that  the 
proposed  compliance  period  be 
extended  to  7  months  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  AD.  The  commenter  states 
that  the  proposed  compliance  period  of 
120  days  does  not  provide  sufficient 
time  to  rotate  uiunodibed  units  to  Smith 
Industries  for  modification.  The 
commenter  suggests  that  operators  be 
permitted  to  perform  operational  tests 
that  would  provide  interim  safety 
assurances  to  allow  extension  of  the 
compliance  period.  The  commenter  does 
not  believe  ^at  there  will  be  any 
signiHcant  downtime  impact  widi 
respect  to  the  subject  modification,  but 
indicates  that  the  vendor’s  tum-around 
time  is  30  days.  If  this  commenter  were 
to  dedicate  3  spares  to  the  modification 
cycle  for  20  airplanes,  the  commenter 
anticipates  that  it  would  take  nearly  7 
months  to  complete  the  modiHcation. 

The  FAA  does  not  agree  with  extending 
the  compliance  time  from  120  days  to  7 
months  without  review  of  a  specific 
operational  test  as  suggested  by  the 
commenter.  However,  if  an  operator  has 
developed  such  a  test,  that  operator  can 
submit  the  procedure  along  with  a 
request  for  an  alternative  method  of 
compliance  or  adjustment  of  the 
compliance  time,  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  AD.  Additionally, 
since  the  issuance  of  the  proposed  rule, 
the  commenter  has  advised  the  FAA 
that,  to  date,  it  has  installed  29  CPT 
units  on  its  fleet,  leaving  5  imits  yet  to 
be  installed.  The  FAA  considers  that,  at 
the  rate  of  3  CPT  units  installed  per 
month,  the  commenter  will  have 
installed  the  remaining  5  CPT  units  2 
months  prior  to  the  proposed 
compliance  time  of  120  days. 

After  careful  review  of  the  available 
data,  including  the  comments  noted 
above,  the  FAA  has  determined  that  air 
safety  and  the  public  interest  require  the 
adoption  of  the  rule  as  proposed. 

It  is  estimated  that  20  airplanes  of  U.S. 
registry  will  be  affected  by  this  AD,  that 
it  will  take  approximately  4.5  work 
hours  per  airplane  to  accomplish  the 
required  actions,  and  that  the  average 
labor  cost  will  be  $55  per  work  hour. 

The  estimated  cost  for  required  parts  is 
$90  per  airplane.  Based  on  these  figures, 
the  total  cost  impact  of  the  AD  on  U.S. 
operators  is  estimated  to  be  $6,750. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  direct  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various  levels 
of  government.  Therefore,  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12612,  it  is 


determined  that  this  final  rule  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  action  (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  "significant  rule"  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034,  February  26, 1979);  and  (3)  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  final  evaluation  has  been  prepared  for 
this  action  and  it  is  contained  in  the 
Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Rules  Docket  at  the 
location  provided  under  the  caption 
“ADDRESSES." 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference, 

Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— [AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

9  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

92-09-08.  Fokker.  Amendment  39-8233. 
Docket  91-NM-127-AD. 

Applicability:  Model  F28  Mark  0100  series 
airplanes  equipped  with  Smiths  Industries 
Combined  Processor/Totaliser  (CPT)  imits 
having  fuel  quantity  indication  in  pounds, 
certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  inaccurate  presentation  of  fuel 
quantity,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  120  days  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  remove  the  CPT  unit  modify  the 
airplane's  electrical  wiring  connection  for  the 
CPT  unit,  and  install  a  new  CPT  unit  having  a 
modified  connector  which  will  mate  with  the 
newly-installed  connector,  in  accordance 
with  Fokker  Service  Bulletin  Fl 00-28-01 5, 
dated  January  30. 1991: 

(b)  Subsequent  to  accomplishing  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD, 
perform  the  operational  tests  in  accordance 
with  Fokker  Service  Bulletin  FlOO-28-015, 
dated  January  30, 1991. 

(c)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 


provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 

Note:  The  request  should  be  forwarded 
through  an  FAA  Principal  Maintenance 
Inspector,  who  may  concur  or  comment  and 
then  send  it  to  the  Manager,  Standardization 
Branch,  ANM-113. 

(d)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

(e)  Ibe  modification  shall  be  done  in 
accordance  with  Fokker  Service  Bulletin 
FlOO-28-015.  dated  January  30, 1991.  This 
incorporation  by  reference  was  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  in 
accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  552(a)  and  1  CFR 
part  51.  Copies  may  be  obtained  from  Fokker 
Aircraft  USA,  Inc.,  1199  North  Fairfax  Street, 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22314.  Copies  may  be 
inspected  at  the  FAA,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington;  or  at  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register,  1100  L  Street  NW.,  room  8401, 
Washington,  DC. 

(f)  This  amendment  becomes  effective  June 
11,1992. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  April  9, 
1992. 

D.L  Rlggin, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
(FR  Doc.  92-10702  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4910-13-H 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  91-NM-261-AO;  Amendment 
39-8238;  AD  92-10-04] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  British 
Aerospace  Model  DH/BH/HS  125 
Series  Airplanes,  Excluding  Model 
125-700A,  -800A,  and  -lOGOA  Series 
Airpianes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  certain  British  Aerospace 
Model  DH/BH/HS  125  series  airplanes, 
that  requires  a  one-time  visual 
inspection  of  both  upper  wing  skins  for 
corrosion,  and  if  necessary,  repair  of 
corroded  parts.  This  amendment  is 
prompted  by  reports  of  corrosion  on  the 
left  and  right  wing  top  skins  under  the 
boundary  layer  fence.  The  actions 
specified  by  this  AD  are  intended  to 
prevent  reduced  structural  integrity  of 
the  wings. 

DATES:  Effective  June  11, 1992. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
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regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  June  11, 

1992. 

ADDRESSES:  The  service  information 
referenced  in  this  AD  may  be  obtained 
from  British  Aerospace,  PLC,  Librarian 
for  Service  Bulletins,  P.O.  Box  17414, 
Dulles  International  Airport. 

Washington,  DC  20041-^14.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 
Rules  Docket  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington;  or  at  the  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
room  6401,  Washington,  DC 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  Schroeder,  Standardization 
Branch.  ANM-113,  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue 
SW..  Renton.  Washington  96055-4056; 
telephone  (206)  227-2148;  fax  (206)  227- 
1320, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 

proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that  is 
applicable  to  certain  British  Aerospace 
Model  DH/BH/HS 125  series  airplanes 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Renter  on 
January  22. 1992  (57  FR  2489).  That 
action  proposed  to  require  a  one-time 
visual  inspection  of  both  upper  wing 
skins  for  corrosion,  and  if  necessary, 
repair  of  corroded  parts. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  amendment  No 
comments  were  received  on  the 
proposal  or  the  FAA's  determination  of 
the  cost  to  the  public.  The  FAA  has 
determined  that  air  safety  and  the  public 
interest  require  the  adoption  of  the  rule 
as  proposed. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  175  airplanes 
of  U.S.  registry  will  be  affected  by  this 
AD,  that  it  will  take  approximately  2 
work  hours  per  airplane  to  accomplish 
the  required  actions,  and  that  the 
average  labor  rate  is  $55  per  work  hour. 
Required  parts  will  be  negligible  in  cost. 
Based  on  these  figures,  the  total  cost 
impact  of  the  AD  on  U.S.  operators  is 
estimated  to  be  $19,250. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  direct  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various  levels 
of  government.  Therefore,  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12612,  it  is 
determined  that  this  final  rule  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  action  (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule"  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 


not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034,  February  26, 1979);  and  (3)  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  irnpact. 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
A  final  evaluation  has  b^n  prepaid  for 
this  action  and  it  is  contained  in  the 
Rules  Docket  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Rules  Docket  at  the 
location  provided  under  the  caption 
“ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 

Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PAFIT  39— (AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES! 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C  1354(a),  1421  and  1423: 
49  U.S.C  106(g);  and  14  CTR  11.89. 

§  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

92-10-04.  British  Aerospace:  Amendment  39- 
8238.  Docket  91-NM-261-AD. 

Applicability:  Model  DH/BH/HS  125  series 
airplanes,  excluding  Model  125-700A.  -800A, 
and  -lOOOA  series  airplanes;  as  listed  in 
British  Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  S.B.  57-73. 
dated  July  30, 1991;  certificated  in  any 
category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  r^uced  structural  integrity  of 
the  wings,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  3  months  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  visually  inspect  left  and  right 
wing  upper  skins  for  corrosion  beneath  the 
boundary  layer  fence,  in  accordance  with 
British  Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  S.B.  57-73, 
dated  July  30, 1991. 

(1)  If  any  corroded  parts  are  found  in  which 
the  corrosion  is  within  the  limits  specified  in 
British  Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  S.B.  57-73, 
dated  July  30, 1991.  prior  to  further  flight, 
repair  in  accordance  with  the  service  bulletin. 

(2)  If  any  corroded  parts  are  found  in  which 
the  corrosion  exceeds  the  limits  specified  in 
British  Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  S.B.  57-73, 
dated  July  30, 1991,  prior  to  further  flight, 
repair  in  accordance  with  a  method  approved 
by  the  Manager.  Standardization  Branch, 
ANM-113,  FAA,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate. 

(b)  Within  10  days  after  accomplishing  the 
inspection  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
AD,  submit  a  report  of  inspection  findings  to 


British  Aerospace,  in  accordance  with 
Appendix  A  of  British  Aerospace  Service 
Bulletin  SB.  57-73.  dated  July  30. 1991.  Report 
all  findings,  including  nil  defects  to:  Service 
Support  Manager,  BAe  125,  British  Aerospace 
(Commercial  Aircraft)  Ltd.,  Corporate 
Aircraft  Division  (H121),  Customer  Support 
Department,  Comet  Way,  Hatfield, 
Hertfordshire.  AL 10  OTL,  England;  fax  0707 
251216;  telex  21429  (BAA  HPS-G). 

Information  collection  requirements 
contained  in  this  regulation  have  been 
approved  by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  R^uction  Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.C. 
3501  et  seq. )  and  have  been  assigned  OMB 
Control  Number  2120-0056. 

(c)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The  request 
shall  be  forwarded  throu^  an  FAA  Principal 
Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may  concur  or 
comment  and  then  send  it  to  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch.  ANM-113. 

(d)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accord^ce  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AO  can  be 
accomplished. 

(e)  The  inspections  and  repairs  shall  be 
done  in  accordance  with  British  Aerospace 
Service  Bulletin  S.B.  57-73,  dated  July  30. 
1991.  This  incorporation  by  reference  was 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  in  accordance  with  5  UB.C  552(a) 
and  1  CFR  Part  51.  Copies  may  be  obtained 
from  British  Aerospace,  PLC,  Librarian  for 
Service  Bulletins.  P.O.  Box  17414,  Dulles 
International  Airport,  Washington.  DC 
20041-0414,  Copies  may  be  inspected  at  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  1601 
Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton,  Washington;  or  at 
the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  1100  L 
Street  NW..  Room  8401,  Washington,  DC. 

(f)  This  amendment  becomes  effective  on 
June  11, 1992. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  April  15, 
1992 

DX.Riggin, 

Acting  Manger,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
JFR  Doc.  92-10703  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4910-13-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
21  CFR  Part  1308 

Schedules  of  Controlled  Substances: 
Excluded  Veterinary  Anabolic  Steroid 
Implant  Products 

AGENCY:  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration.  Department  of  Justice. 

ACTION:  Interim  rule  and  request  for 
comments. 
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summary:  a  rule  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (56  FR  42935.  Aug.  30, 
1991)  which  promulgated  a  procedure  by 
which  veterinary  anabolic  implant 
products  would  be  identified  as  being 
excluded  from  the  Controlled 
Substances  Act  (21  U.S.C.  801  et  seq.). 
This  interim  rule  implements  that 
procedure. 

DATES:  Effective  Date:  May  7, 1992. 
Comments  must  be  submitted  on  or 
before  July  6. 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  and  objections 
should  be  submitted  to:  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration, 
Washington,  DC  20537,  Attention:  DEA 
Federal  Register  Representative/CCR. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Howard  McClain.  Jr.,  Chief,  Drug  and 
Chemical  Evaluation  Section,  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration. 
Washington,  DC  20537,  Telephone:  (202) 
307-7183. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Anabolic  Steroids  Control  Act  of  1990 
(ASCA)  (title  XIX  of  Pub.  L.  101-647) 
placed  anabolic  steroids  into  Schedule 
III  of  the  Controlled  Substances  Act 
(CSA).  Section  1902(b)(41)(B)(i)  of  the 
ASCA  provides  for  the  exclusion  of  any 
anabolic  steroid  which  the  Secretary  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  has 
approved  for  administration  through 
implants  to  cattle  or  other  nonhuman 
species. 

On  August  30, 1991,  the  Administrator 
of  the  Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
(DEA)  published  a  procedure  to  identify 
the  products  to  which  this  exclusion 
applies  (56  FR  42935).  The  Deputy 
Assistant  Administrator  for  the  Office  of 


Diversion  Control  has  received 
applications  pursuant  to  that  publication 
and  in  conformance  with  21  CFR 
1308.25.  The  Deputy  Assistant 
Administrator  has  reviewed  the 
applications  and  Hnds  that  each  of  the 
following  anabolic  steroid  products  is 
expressly  intended  for  administration 
through  implants  to  cattle  and  has  been 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Health  and 
Human  Services  for  such  use.  The 
exemption  of  these  products  relates  to 
their  production,  distribution,  and  use  in 
animals  only.  If  any  person  distributes, 
dispenses  or  otherwise  diverts  these 
products  to  use  in  humans,  he/she  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  distributed  a 
Schedule  III  controlled  substance  and 
may  be  prosecuted  for  CSA  violations. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  comments  in  writing  with 
regard  to  this  interim  rule. 

The  listing  of  these  products  in  21  CFR 
§  1308.28  relieves  persons  who  handle 
them  from  the  registration, 
recordkeeping,  security,  and  other 
requirements  imposed  by  the  CSA. 
Accordingly,  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Administrator  certifies  that  this  action 
will  have  no  negative  economic  impact 
upon  small  entities  whose  interests  must 
be  considered  under  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C.  601,  et  seq.). 

This  action  has  been  analyzed  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  and 
criteria  contained  in  E.0. 12612,  and  it 
has  been  determined  that  this  matter 
does  not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  require  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

It  has  been  determined  that  drug 
control  matters  are  not  subject  to  review 


by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (0MB)  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  E.0. 12291.  Accordingly, 
this  action  is  not  subject  to  those 
provisions  of  E.0. 12778  which  are 
contingent  upon  review  by  OMB. 
Nevertheless,  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Administrator  has  determined  that  this 
is  not  a  “major  rule.”  as  that  term  is 
used  in  E.0. 12291,  and  that  it  would 
otherw’ise  meet  the  applicable  standards 
of  sections  2(a)  and  2(b)(2)  of  E.0. 12778. 

List  of  Subjects  in  21  CFR  Part  1308 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Drug  traffic  control. 
Narcotics,  Prescription  drugs. 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Attorney  General  by  title  XIX  of  Public 
Law  101-647,  as  delegated  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  IMIA  pursuant  to  21 
U.S.C.  871(a)  and  28  CFR  0.100,  and 
redelegated  to  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Administrator,  Office  of  Diversion 
Control  in  28  CFR  0.104,  appendix  to 
subpart  R,  section  7(g),  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Administrator  of  the  Office  of 
Diversion  Control  hereby  amends  21 
CFR  part  1308  as  set  forth  below: 

PART  1308— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  21  CFR 
part  1308  continues  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  21  U.S.C.  811, 812,  871(b)  unless 
otherwise  noted. 

2.  In  §  1308.26,  the  table  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1308.26  Excluded  veterinary  anabolic 
steroid  implant  products. 

(a)  *  *  * 


Table  of  Excluded  Veterinary  Anabolic  Steroid  Implant  Products 


Trade  name 

Company 

NDCcode  j 

Delivery  system 

Ingredients  j 

F-TO . 

Animal  Health  Div.  Upiohn  International, 
Kalamazoo,  Ml. 

0<X)9-3351-02 

20  implant  cartridge  belt  8 
pellets/implant. 

testosterone  propionate 

oestradiol  benzoate. 

Finaptix-H . 

Hoechst-Roussel.  Agri-Vet  Co..  Somerville, 
NJ. 

12799-807-10 

10  implant  cartridge  10  pel¬ 
lets/implant. 

trenbolone  acetate . 

Finaplix-S . 

Hoechst-Roussel,  Agri-Vet  Co..  Somerville. 
NJ. 

12799-807-07 

10  implant  cartridge  7  pel¬ 
lets/ implant. 

trenbolone  acetate . 

Heifer-okl . 

Anchor  Division,  Boehringer  Ingelheim.  St. 
Joseph.  MO. 

single  &  20  implant  car- 
tndge  belts  8  pellets/im- 
ptant. 

testosterone  propionate  es¬ 
tradiol  benzoate. 

Heifer-okJ . 

Bio-Ceutic  Division,  Boehringer  ingelheim, 
St.  Joseph,  MO. 

20  implant  cartridge  belt  8 
pellets/implanL 

testosterone  propionate  es¬ 
tradiol  benzoate. 

Heifer-oid . 

Ivy  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Overland  Park  KS . 

single  &  20  implant  car¬ 
tridge  belts. 

testosterone  propiortate . 

Revalor-s . 

Hoechst-Roussel.  Agri-Vet  Co.,  Somerville. 
NJ. 

12799-809-07 

10  implant  cartridge  6  (jel- 
lets/impiant. 

trenbolone  acetate . 

estradiol . 

Syrtovex  H . 

Syntex  Laboratories,  Palo  Alto,  CA . 

1 

10  implant  clip  8  pellets/ 
implant. 

testosterone  propionate . 

estradiol  benzoate . 

Quantity 


200  mg/implant 
20  mg/implant. 
200  mg/implant 
(20  mg/pell«t). 
140  mg/impiant 
(20  mg/pellet). 
200  mg/implant 
20mg/implant. 

200  mg/implant 
20  mg/implant. 
200  mg/implant 
(25  mg/peilet). 
20  mg/implant 
(2.5  mg/ pellet). 
120  mg/impiant 
(20  mg/pellet) 
24  mg/implant 
(4  mg/pellet). 
200  nrtg/implant 
(25  mg/pellet). 
20  mg/implant 
(2.5  mg/pellet). 
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Dated:  May  1, 1992. 

Gene  R.  HaisUp, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Diversion  Control,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10690  Filed  5-6-92:  8:45  amj 
BILLtNQ  CODE  4410-4e-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Parts  80  and  86 

[AMS-FRL-4127-7] 

Regulation  of  Fuels  and  Fuel 
Additives:  Standards  for  Highway 
Diesel  Fuel  Quality-Suifur  Content;  et 
al. 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  final  rule  announces 
revisions  to  the  Fuels  and  Fuel 
Additives  regulations  to  conform  such 
regulations  to  section  211(i]  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  as  amended  by  the  Clean  Air 
Act  Amendments  of  1990  (CAA  or  Act). 
Specifically,  section  211(i)  of  the  CAA 
requires  that  all  highway  diesel  fuel 
comply  with  a  maximum  sulfur  content 
standard  of  0.05  percent  by  weight, 
effective  October  1, 1993.  In  addition  to 
the  preceding  statutory  required 
revisions,  this  final  rule  also  amends  the 
regulations  for  the  Control  of  Air 
Pollution  from  New  and  In-use  Motor 
Vehicles  and  New  and  In-use  Motor 
Vehicle  Engines  by  carrying-over  the 
existing  heavy-duty  diesel  engine 
(HDDE)  oxides  of  nitrogen  (NOx) 
standard  of  5.0  g/BHP-hr  to  the  1994 
through  1997  model  years,  and  by 
correcting  an  error  in  the  viscosity 
specihcation  for  Type  2-D  diesel  test 
fuel.  Finally,  this  rule  also  amends  the 
regulations  for  the  Control  of  Air 
Pollution  bom  New  and  In-use  Motor 
Vehicles  and  New  and  In-use  Motor 
Vehicle  Engines  by  removing  the 
requirement  which  was  scheduled  to 
become  effective  with  the  1994  model 
year,  that  labels  be  affixed  to  diesel 
vehicles  directing  that  only  low  sulfur 
fuel  be  used  in  the  vehicle.  The  intended 
effects  of  this  rule  are  to  ensure  that  all 
highway  diesel  fuel  available  after 
September  30, 1993  will  be  suitable  for 
use  in  1994  and  later  model  year  HDDEs 
which  will  require  the  use  of  low  sulfur 
fuel,  to  remove  any  ambiguity  in  the 
regulations  with  respect  to  the  NOx 
standard  for  1994  through  1997  model 
year  HDDEs  and  to  remove  a  labeling 
requirement  which  was  made  redundant 


as  a  result  of  the  revision  to  the  highway 
diesel  fuel  sulfur  standard. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  Final  Rule  is 
effective  on  June  8, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Materials  relevant  to  this 
final  rule  are  contained  in  Public  Docket 
No.  A-90-41.  The  docket  is  located  in 
room  M-1500,  Waterside  Mall  (ground 
floor),  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington. 
DC  20460.  The  docket  may  be  inspected 
between  6  a.m.  and  12  noon  and 
between  1  p.m.  and  3:30  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday.  A  reasonable  fee  may  be 
charged  by  EPA  for  copying  docket 
materials. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Peter  Hutchins,  U.S.  EPA  (SDSB-12), 
Emission  Control  Technology  Division, 
2565  Plymouth  Road,  Ann  Arbor,  Ml 
48105,  Telephone:  (313)  668-4340. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Introduction 

Section  211(i)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
requires  that  all  highway  diesel  fuel 
must  comply  with  the  maximum  sulfur 
content  stemdard  of  0.05  percent  by 
weight,  and  a  minimum  cetane  index  of 
40,  effective  October  1, 1993.  This 
eliminated  the  two  year  extension  for 
small  refiners  contained  in  EPA's 
current  regulations,  and  expanded  the 
diesel  fuel  content  prohibition  of  40  CFR 
80.29(a)  to  include  ail  persons.  Section 
211(i)  also  established  sulfur  content 
requirements  for  heavy-duty  diesel 
certification  fuel,  and  authorized  EPA  to 
require  the  use  of  a  dye  to  differentiate 
highway  diesel  fuel  from  other  diesel 
fuel,  and  to  adopt  an  aromatic  content 
requirement  as  an  alternative  to  a 
minimum  cetane  index. 

In  a  July  17, 1991  Federal  Register 
Notice  (56  FR  32533;  July  17, 1991)  EPA 
propos^  various  revisions  to  40  CFR 
part  80,  to  conform  it  with  section  211(i) 
of  the  Act  The  proposal  included  the 
removal  of  a  two  year  extension  for 
small  refiners  from  compliance  with  the 
diesel  sulfur  content  requirements,  and 
an  extension  of  the  prohibitions  of  40 
CFR  80.29(a)  to  include  all  persons. 

Unrelated  to  section  211(i)  of  the  Act, 
EPA  also  proposed  certain  revisions  to 
40  CFR  Part  88:  (a)  The  carryover  of  the 
HDDE  NOx  standard  of  5.0  g/BHP-hr 
through  the  1997  model  year,  and  (b)  the 
correction  of  an  error  in  the  viscosity 
specification  of  Type  2-D  diesel  test  fuel 
for  1994  and  later  model  years. 

As  aimounced  in  the  NPRM,  a  public 
hearing  on  the  proposed  changes  was 
held  on  August  2, 1991  at  EPA’s  Motor 
Vehicle  Emission  Laboratory  in  Ann 
Arbor,  Michigan.  While  the  opportunity 
for  public  participation  was  provided, 
no  persons  or  organizations  availed 


themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  provide 
oral  comments  on  the  proposal.  The 
period  for  acceptance  of  written 
comments  continued  for  thirty  days 
following  the  public  hearing;  i.e.  through 
September  3, 1991. 

II.  Description  of  the  Action 

This  final  rule  adopts  the  revisions  • 
which  were  proposed  in  the  July  17, 1991 
NPRM  as  follows.  First  the  highway 
diesel  fuel  quality  standards  are  revised 
to  bring  them  into  conformance  with 
section  211(i)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Specifically,  effective  October  1, 1993, 
all  highway  diesel  fuel  is  required  to 
comply  with  the  maximum  sulfur 
content  standard  of  0.05  percent  by 
weight  as  well  as  other  requirements 
found  in  40  CFR  60.29(a).  No  person  may 
introduce  highway  diesel  fuel  into 
commerce  in  violation  of  these 
requirements.  Second,  the  regulations 
applicable  to  1994  through  1997  model 
year  heavy-duty  diesel  engines  are 
amended  to  include  an  Oxides  of 
Nitrogen  (NOx)  exhaust  emission 
standard  of  5.0  gram  per  brake- 
horsepower  hour.*  In  addition, 
requirements  are  removed  that  would 
have  required  certain  diesel  vehicles  to 
be  labeled  for  the  use  of  low  sulfur  fuel 
only,  and  errors  are  corrected  in  the 
reg^ations  for  the  viscosity 
specification  for  Type  2-D  diesel  test 
fuel  for  use  with  1991  and  1994  model 
year  light-duty  vehicles  and  light-duty 
trucks,  and  with  1991  model  year  heavy- 
duty  engines.  The  corrections  to  the 
viscosity  specification,  and  the  labeling 
requirements  were  not  proposed  in  the 
July  17, 1991  NPRM  but  were  brought  to 
EPA’s  attention  by  comments  from 
interested  parties. 

III.  Public  Participation 

A  public  hearing  was  held  at  EPA’s 
Motor  Vehicle  Emissions  Laboratory  in 
Ann  Arbor.  Michigan  on  August  2, 1991. 
No  persons  or  organizations  provided 
testimony  or  comments  on  the  proposal 
at  the  hearing. 

The  period  for  the  provision  of  written 
comments  on  the  NPRM  remained  open 
for  thirty  (30)  days  following  the 
hearing;  i.e..  through  September  3, 1991. 
Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
amendments  to  the  regulations  were 
provided  by  seven  organizations:  Engine 
Manufacturers  Association:  Exxon 
Company,  U.S.A.;  Mobil  Oil 
Corporation;  Motor  Vehicle 
Manufacturers  Association  of  the  United 


‘  EPA'»  current  deHnition  of  useful  life.  40  CFR 
86.090-2.  is  appropriate  under  section  202(d]  of  the 
Act  with  respect  to  this  emission  standard 
rulemaking,  and  continues  without  change. 
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States.  Inc.;  Navistar  International 
Transportation  Corp.;  Volvo  GM  Heavy 
Truck  Corporation;  and  Witco 
Corporation. 

Summary  of  the  Comments 

Commenters  were  generally 
supportive  of  the  proposal  and  agreed 
with  the  changes  proposed  to  conform 
the  regulations  with  the  Clean  Air  Act 
as  amended  in  1990,  and  with  the 
carryover  of  the  5.0  g/BHP-hr  NOx 
standard  for  heavy-duty  diesel  engines. 
Commenters  recommended  changes  in 
three  areas  of  the  proposal  as  follows. 

First  Navistar  International 
Transportation  Corp.  (Navistar)  and  the 
Motor  Vehicle  Manufacturers 
Association  (MVMA)  both  commented 
that  additional  changes  should  be  made 
to  the  regulations  to  remove  the 
requirement  that  two  or  more  labels, 
reading  "Low  Sulfur  Diesel  Fuel  Only", 
be  affixed  to  diesel  fueled  motor 
vehicles.  They  argued  that  vehicle  labels 
will  serve  no  useful  purpose  given  the 
elimination  of  the  small  refiner 
extension.  Their  behef  was  that  the 
opportunities  for  unintentional 
misfueling  will  be  virtually  eliminated 
since  only  low-sulfur  highway  diesel 
fuel  will  be  available.  Finally,  they 
argued  that  the  presence  of  labels  will 
not  prevent  intentional  misfueling  writh 
either  off-highway  diesel  fuel  or  home 
heating  oil.  As  a  means  of  informing 
vehicles  owners/operators  of  the  need 
for  the  use  of  low-sulfur  diesel  fuel, 
MVMA  proposed  that  vehicle 
manufacturers  include,  along  with  the 
other  information  on  fuel  specification 
requirements,  a  statement  in  the  owners 
manual  requiring  the  use  of  low-sulfur 
fuel  along  with  a  warning  against  the 
use  of  improper  fuels  and  associated 
penalties. 

Second,  the  Engine  Manufacturers 
Association  (EMA)  commented  that  the 
correction  proposed  for  the  viscosity  of 
Type  2-D  diesel  test  fuel  was  itself  in 
error  and  should  occur  in  Table  N91-2 
and  not  in  Table  N94-2  as  had  been 
proposed.  In  support  of  this  comment, 
EMA  referenced  the  EPA/EMA 
Calibration  Task  Force  meeting  of 
March  13-14, 1991  at  which  the 
discrepancy  between  the  test  fuel 
viscosity  specification  for  the  1991 
model  year  and  that  for  the  1990  and 
1994  model  years  had  been  noted  and 
the  need  for  correction  of  the  1991 
specification  had  been  identified. 

Third,  on  the  understanding  that  EPA 
was  proposing  changes  in  the  analytical 
test  procedure  for  the  measurement  of 
the  aromatic  content  of  diesel  fuel, 
Witco  Corporation  recommended  the 
use  of  a  Supercritical  Fluid 
Chromatography  test  rather  than  ASTM 


test  procedure  D 1319  which  is  specified 
in  the  regulations. 

EPA  Response  to  the  Comments 

The  first  issue  concerns  a  requirement 
that  manufactm^rs  of  certain  diesel 
fueled  motor  vehicles,  beginning  with 
the  1994  model  year,  affix  two  or  more 
permanent  labels  on  the  vehicle,  reading 
"Low  Sulfur  Diesel  Fuel  Only”*  This 
labeling  requirement  was  promulgated 
along  with  the  provisions  which 
provided  small  refiners  with  a  two  year 
extension  for  compliance  with  the  sulfur 
standard.  As  a  result  of  the  small  refiner 
extension,  two  grades  of  highway  diesel 
fuel  would  have  been  available,  and  it 
was  necessary  to  require  labeling  of 
diesel  vehicles  designed  and  certified 
for  operation  on  low  sulfur  fuel  (0.05 
percent  by  weight  maximum).  Since  the 
small  refiner  extension  for  compliance 
with  the  sulfur  standard  will  no  longer 
be  available,  EPA  concurs  with  the 
comments  provided  and  has  made  the 
necessary  chcmge  in  the  rules. 

Concerning  the  second  issue  detailed 
above,  i.e.  correction  of  an  error  in  the 
viscosity  specifications  for  Type  2-D 
diesel  test  fueL  EPA  concurs  with  the 
comment  provided  and  has  made  the 
necessary  correction  in  the  rules. 
Inspection  of  the  specifications  for  Type 
2-D  diesel  test  fuel  for  use  with  light- 
duty  diesel  vehicles  and  light-duty 
diesel  trucks  showed  that  the  error  was 
also  present  in  these  specifications. 
Those  errors  are  also  corrected  in  this 
rulemaking. 

The  third  issue  sununarized  above,  i.e. 
the  comment  by  Witco  recommending  a 
change  in  the  analytical  test  procedure 
for  the  determination  of  the  aromatic 
content  of  diesel  fuel,  was  directed  to  an 
area  of  the  regulations  which  was  not 
being  addressed  by  the  NPRM.  EPA  will, 
therefore,  not  take  any  action  in 
response  to  this  comment. 

rv.  Environmental  and  Economic 
Impacts 

The  estimated  environmental  and 
economic  efiects  of  this  final  rule  remain 
the  same  as  were  presented  in  the 
proposal.  The  estimates  are  summarized 
below. 

A.  Highway  Diesel  Fuel  Quality,  Sulfur 
Content 

At  the  time  of  publication  of  the  final 
rule  establishing  the  diesel  fuel  sulfur 
standard  (55  FR  34120,  August  21, 1990), 
EPA  noted  that  the  two  year  extension 
for  compliance  by  small  refiners  would 
have  some  small  delaying  effect  in 
achieving  the  full  benefits  of  the  sulfur 
standard.  While  the  magnitude  of  the 


*  40  CFR  8041 


effect  was  expected  to  be  small,  it  could 
not  be  accurately  quantified  because  of 
the  lack  of  information  on  which  small 
refiners  would  either,  (a)  comply  with 
the  0.05  standard  either  immediately  or 
prior  to  termination  of  the  extension,  (b) 
comply  with  the  interim  standards 
which,  while  being  less  stringent  than 
the  0.05  standard,  still  required 
significant  reduction  in  the  sulfur 
content  of  diesel  fuel,  or  (c)  terminate 
production  of  highway  diesel  fuel. 

For  this  action,  which  removes  the 
small  refiner  extension  and  which  as  a 
result  will  recover  any  benefits  which 
might  not  have  been  realized  during  the 
two  year  period  of  the  extension,  the 
above  conditions  remain  unchanged.  A 
precise  estimate  of  the  benefits  for  this 
action  can  not  be  developed  since  the 
degree  to  which  small  refiners  may  have 
availed  themselves  of  the  extension  can 
not  be  predicted.  Directionally,  the 
effect  of  elimination  of  the  extension 
will  be  for  a  reduction  in  emmissions. 

In  terms  of  costs,  the  regulations 
establishing  the  small  refiner  extension 
(55  FR  34120,  August  21, 1990)  specified 
that  use  of  the  extension  was  available 
only  to  those  small  refiners  intending  to 
produce  0.05  weight  percent  sulfur 
highway  diesel  fuel  by  October  1. 1995. 
The  regulations  also  specified  that  small 
refiners  availing  themselves  of  the 
extension  would  have  to  provide 
evidence  to  EPA  of  capital  commitments 
required  to  make  the  necessary 
modifications  to  their  refineries. 

Because  of  these  regulatory 
requirements,  small  refiners  which 
would  have  used  the  extension  would 
have  delayed  costs  of  complying  with 
the  0.05  weight  percent  standard  by  up 
to  two  years.  They  would  hot,  however, 
have  actually  eliminated  any  significant 
costs.  The  effect  of  removing  the  two 
year  extension,  as  proposed  in  this 
action,  on  these  refiners  is  that  required 
investments  will  have  to  be  made  one  or 
two  years  earlier. 

Although  the  small  refiner  extension 
was  eliminated,  the  amended  Clean  Air 
Act  provides  for  small  refiners  that 
produce  complying  highway  diesel  fuel 
to  receive  desulfurization  allowances 
(Title  IV,  Acid  Deposition  Control, 
section  410(h)).  Preliminary  estimates 
for  the  value  of  these  desulfurization 
allowances  suggest  that  they  may  be 
significant.  Such  provisions,  when 
implemented  by  EPA,  should  mitigate 
any  special  problems  that  small  refiners 
may  face  in  complying  with  the  highway 
diesel  fuel  sulfur  standard. 
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B.  Heavy-duty  Diesel  Engines,  NOx 
Standard 

Reductions  in  NO,  emissions  for 
HDDEs  presently  being  achieved  as  a 
result  of  the  5.0  b/BHP-hr  NO,  standard 
will  continue  to  be  realized  through  the 
1997  model  year.  When  the  5.0  g/BHP-hr 
NO,  standard  was  promulgated  in  1985, 
for  implementation  in  the  1991  model 
year,  the  anticipated  discounted 
emissions  reductions  were 
approximately  0.49  tons  per  heavy-duty 
diesel  engine  over  the  useful  life  of  the 
engine. 

Since  manfacturers  are  already 
complying  with  the  5.0  g/BHP-hr  NO, 
standard,  carryover  of  the  standard  will 
not  impose  any  new  costs  on 
manufacturers  or  users  of  vehicles 
equipped  with  complying  engines. 

V.  Statutory  Authority 

The  statutory  authority  for  the 
standards  being  implemented  today  are 
contained  in  the  following  sections  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  as  amended:  Section 
202  for  the  HDE  NO,  standard  and  the 
diesel  test  fuel  specification,  and  section 
211  for  the  highway  diesel  fuel  sulfur 
standard. 

VI.  Administrative  Designation  and 
Regulatory  Analysis 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“major"  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  that  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis  be  prepared.  Major  regulations 
have  an  annual  effect  on  the  economy  in 
excess  of  $100  million,  have  a  significant 
adverse  impact  on  competition, 
investment,  employment  or  innovation 
or  result  in  a  major  price  increase.  The 
two  elements  of  this  rulemaking 
package,  individually  and  collectively, 
do  not  constitute  major  rules  according 
to  the  established  criteria.  One  of  the 
elements,  the  removal  of  the  extension 
for  small  refiners,  merely  shortens  the 
time  for  compliance  with  current  rules 
for  a  small  number  of  companies.  The 
second  element,  the  carryover  heavy- 
duty  engine  NO,  standard,  will  impose 
no  new  costs  since  manufacturers  are 
already  complying  with  the  standard. 
Therefore,  I  have  determined  that  this 
final  rule  does  snot  constitute  a  “major" 
regulation  and  no  Regulatory  Impacts 
Analysis  has  been  prepared. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  as  required  by 
Executive  Order  12291.  Any  written 
comments  h*om  OMB  and  any  EPA 
response  to  those  comments  have  been 
placed  in  the  public  docket  for  this 
rulemaking. 


Vn.  Compliance  With  the  Regidatory 
Flexibility  Act 

Under  section  605  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act,  the  Administrator  is 
required  to  certify  that  a  regulation  will 
not  have  a  significant  adverse  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
business  entities  or  to  perform  an 
analysis  of  such  impact.  There  will  not 
be  a  signiticant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  business  entities  due  to 
the  heavy-duty  NO,  standard  since  none 
of  the  manufacturers  which  will  be 
affected  by  these  regulations  are  small 
business  entities.  Nor  will  there  be  such 
impacts  from  the  changes  to  the  diesel 
fuel  quality  provisions.  Although  EPA 
had  determined  that  an  extension  was 
advisable  to  mitigate  the  effect  of  the 
diesel  fuel  quality  regulations  on  small 
refiners  as  part  of  its  August  21, 1990 
rulemaking.  Congress  has  determined 
that  desulfurization  allowances  will  be  a 
more  effective  tool  for  mitigation  than 
the  extension.  For  these  reasons,  I 
certify  that  the  rules  contained  in  this 
Hnal  rule  will  not  have  an  adverse 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

Vin.  Reporting  and  Recordkeeping 
Requirements 

Under  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 
of  1960,  44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq.,  EPA  must 
obtain  OMB  clearance  for  any  activity 
that  will  involve  collecting  substantially 
the  same  information  from  10  or  more 
non-Federal  respondents.  This  final  rule 
does  not  create  any  new  information 
requirements  or  contain  any  new 
information  collection  activities. 

IX.  Judicial  Review 

Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act.  EPA  hereby  finds  that  these 
regulations  are  of  national  applicability. 
Accordingly,  judicial  review  of  this 
action  is  available  only  by  the  filing  of  a 
petition  for  review  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  Circuit  within  60  days  of 
publication.  Under  section  307(b)(2)  of 
the  Act.  the  requirements  which  are  the 
subject  of  today's  notice  may  not  be 
challenged  later  in  judicial  proceedings 
brought  by  EPA  to  enforce  these 
requirements. 

List  of  Subjects 
40CFRPart80 

Fuel  additives.  Gasoline,  Imports, 
Labeling,  Motor  vehicle  pollution. 
Penalties,  and  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

40CFRPart86 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure,  confidential  business 


information.  Labeling,  Motor  vehicle 
pollution,  and  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

Dated:  April  22. 1992. 

William  K.  Reilly, 

Administrator. 


Appendix  to  Preamble.— Table  of 
Changes  to  be  Made  to  Various 
Sections  of  40  CFR 


Section 

Change 

Reason 

1.  Part  80 

None . 

Authority. 

2.  Section 

Remove 

Remove  small 

80.2(bb). 

derinition  of 

refiner 

"Exempted 

extension. 

3.  Section 

on-highway 
diesel  fuel". 
Revise 

Do. 

80.2d(a).  (c), 

paragraph 

(d)  and  (e). 

(a),  remove 

4.  Section 

existing 

paragraph 

(c) ,  recodify 
and  revise 
paragraphs 

(d)  and  (e). 
Remove 

Do. 

80.31. 

Section  80.31. 

5.  Part  86 

Add  Sections 

Correct 

Authority. 

205  and  216. 

typographical 

6.  Section 

Add  NO. 

error. 

Paragraph  was 

86.094- 

starxiard. 

reserved. 

11(aM1Mi«). 

NO,  staridard 

7.  Section 

Change 

fx>t  specified. 
Correct 

86.113- 

viscosity 

typographical 

91(b)(2). 

specirication. 

error. 

8.  Section 

Oiange 

Correct 

86.113- 

viscosity 

typographical 

94(b)(2). 

specification. 

error. 

9.  Section 

Change 

Correct 

86.1313- 

viscosity 

typographical 

91(b)(2). 

specification. 

error. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  parts  80  and  86  of  title  40  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  80— REGULATIONS  OF  FUELS 
AND  FUEL  ADDITIVES 

1.  The  Authority  citation  for  part  80 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Sections  114,  211(c),  211(h)  and 
301(a]  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  as  amended  42 
U.S.C.  7414.  7545(c).  7545(h)  and  7601(a). 

§  80.2  [Amended] 

2.  Section  80.2  is  amended  by 
removing  and  reserving  paragraph  (bb). 

3.  Section  80.29  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a),  by  removing 
existing  paragraph  (c).  by  redesignating 
paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  as  paragraphs  (c) 
and  (d)  respectively,  and  by  revising  the 
newly  designated  paragraphs  (c)  and 
(d),  to  read  as  follows: 
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§80.29  Controls  and  prohibitions  on 
diessi  fuoi  quality. 

(a)  Prohibited  activities.  Beginning 
October  1, 1993,  no  person,  induding  but 
not  limited  to,  refiners,  importers, 
distributors,  re-sellers,  carriers,  retailers 
or  wholesale  purchasers-consumers 
shall  manufacture,  introduce  into 
commerce,  sell,  offer  for  sale,  supply, 
dispense,  offer  for  supply,  or  transport 
any  diesel  fuel  for  use  in  motor  vehides 
unless  the  diesel  fuel  is  free  of  visible 
evidence  of  the  dye  1,4-dialkylamino- 
anthraquinone  and  has  a  cetane  index 
of  at  least  40,  or  a  maximum  aromatic 
content  of  35  volume  percent,  and  a 
sulfur  percentage,  by  weight,  no  greater 
than  0.05  percent 
***** 

(c)  Liability.  Liability  for  violations  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  be 
determined  according  to  the  provisions 
of  §  80.30. 

(d)  Penalties.  Penalties  for  violations 
of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  be 
determined  according  to  the  provisions 
of  §  80.5. 

§80.31  [Removad] 

4.  Part  80  is  amended  by  removing 
§80.31. 

PART  86— CONTROL  OF  AIR 
POLLUTION  FROM  NEW  AND  IN-USE 
MOTOR  VEHICLES  AND  NEW  AND  IN- 
USE  MOTOR  VEHICLE  ENGINES; 
CERTIFICATION  AND  TEST 
PROCEDURES 

5.  The  authority  dtadon  for  part  86 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  202.  203,  205,  206,  207, 208, 
215,  216  and  301(a]  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended:  42  U.S.C.  7521,  7522,  7524, 

7525,7541,  7542,  7549,  7550  and  76019(a). 

6.  Section  86.094-11  of  subpart  A  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph 
(a)(l](iii],  to  read  as  follows: 

§88.094-11  Emission  standards  for  1994 
and  later  model  year  diesel  heavy-duty 
engines.  v' 

(a)(1) - 

(iii)  Oxides  of  nitrogen.  (A)  5.0  grams 
per  brake  horsepower-hour  (1.9  grams 
per  megajoule),  as  measured  under 
transient  operating  conditions. 

(B)  A  manufacturer  may  elect  to 
include  any  or  all  of  its  diesel  heavy- 
duty  engine  families  in  any  or  all  of  the 
NOx  averaging,  trading,  or  banking 
programs  for  heavy-duty  engines,  within 
the  restrictions  describe  in  §  86.094-15. 
If  the  manufacturer  elects  to  include 
engine  families  in  any  of  these 
programs,  the  NOx  FELs  may  not 
exceed  6.0  grams  per  brake  horsepower- 
hour  (2.2  grams  per  megajoule).  This 
ceiling  value  applies  whether  credits  for 


the  family  are  derived  from  averaging, 
trading  or  banking  programs. 

***** 

7.  Section  86.113-91  of  subpart  B  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (b)(2)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  88.113-91  Fuel  specifications. 
***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  Petroleum  fuel  for  diesel  vehicles 
meeting  the  following  specifications,  or 
substantially  equivalent  specifications 
approved  by  the  Administrator,  shall  be 
used  in  exhaust  emissions  testing.  The 
grade  of  petroleum  fuel  recommended 
by  the  engine  manufacturer, 
commercially  designated  as  ‘Type  2-D’* 
grade  diesel,  shall  be  used. 


nnn 

ASTM 

Item 

test 

method 

Type  2-D 

im 

No. 

Cetane 

D613.„. 

42-50 

Number. 

DistiNation 

range: 

IBP 

•F . 

D86 _ 

340-400 

fC) . 

(171.1-204.4) 

400-460 

10  pet 

_ 

D86 _ 

point 

rc) _ 

(204.4-237.8) 

470-540 

50  pet 
point 

•p' 

D86 . 

CO- . 

(243.3-282.2) 

90  pet 
point 

T  .  . 

D86..  .. 

560-630 

CQ- 

(293.3-332.2) 

610-690 

EP . . 

•F 

D86 _ 

rc).„ . 

(321.1-365.6) 

32-37 

Gravity 

•AW. 

D287  .. 

Total  suNur _ 

Hydroearbon 

pet - 

D2622... 

0.08-0.12 

eomposi- 

tkxi: 

Aromaties, 

min. 

Paraffins, 

Napbtb- 

pet . 

D1319„ 

D1319... 

27 

(*) 

enes. 

Olefins. 

Rashpoint, 

min. 

•F . 

D93 _ 

130 

fr.) 

(54.4) 

2.0-3.2 

Viseosity, 

eenti- 

D445..-. 

stokes. 

‘  RemaiTKier. 

*  * 

*  * 

* 

8.  Section  86.113-94  of  subpart  B  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (b)(2)  to 
read  as  follows: 


§  88. 1 1 3-94  Fuel  specifications. 
***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  Petroleum  fuel  for  diesel  vehicles 
meeting  the  following  speciflcations,  or 
substantially  equivalent  specifications 
approved  by  the  Administrator,  shall  be 
used  in  exhaust  emissions  testing.  The 
grade  of  petroleum  fuel  recommended 
by  the  engine  manufacturer. 


commercially  designated  as  'Type  Z-D" 
grade  diesel,  shall  be  used. 


hem 

■ 

ASTM 

test 

method 

No. 

Type  2-0 

0613  - 

40-48 

Number. 

D976-... 

40^ 

Index. 
Distillation 
range: 
ep _ 

. 

D86 . 

340-400 

rr) 

(171.1-204.4) 

400-460 

10  pet 
point 

T.. . 

D86 . 

(X) _ 

(204.4-237.8) 

470-540 

(243.3-282.2) 

560-630 

50  pet 
point 

T..'... _ 

fC) 

D86 . . 

90  pet 
point. 

CC) 

FP 

•F„  ._ 

D86. 

(293.3- 
3322) 
D86  -. 

•F _ 

610-690 

CQ 

(321.1-365.6) 

32-37 

Gravity . 

•AW- . 

D287— . 

Total  suNur_„ 
nyorocafoOfi 
compose 
tkxt 

Aromaties, 

mia 

pci - 

02622 -. 

0.03-0.05 

pet™.... 

D1319-. 

D1319.- 

27 

<•) 

130 

Naphth¬ 

enes, 

Olefins. 

Flashpoint 

mia 

*F _ 

D93..  _ 

(54.4) 

2.0-32 

Viseosity, 

(Denti- 

stokes. 

D445 .... 

*  Remainder. 

*  * 

*  * 

* 

9.  Section  86.1313-91  of  subpart  N  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (b)(2).  to 
read  as  follows: 


§  88.1313-91  Fuel  specifications. 
***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  Petroleum  fuel  for  diesel  engines 
meeting  the  specifications  in  Table  N91- 
2,  or  substantially  equivalent 
specifications  approved  by  the 
Administrator,  shall  be  used  in  exhaust 
emissions  testing.  The  grade  of 
petroleum  fuel  used  shall  be 
commercially  designated  as  “Type  2-D" 
grade  diesel  fuel  except  that  fuel 
commercially  designated  as  “Type  1-D” 
grade  diesel  fuel  may  be  substituted 
provided  that  the  manufacturer  has 
submitted  evidence  to  the  Administrator 
demonstrating  to  the  Administrator’s 
satisfaction  that  this  fuel  will  be  the 
predominant  in-use  fuel.  Such  evidence 
could  include  such  things  as  copies  of 
signed  contracts  from  customers 
indicating  the  intent  to  purchase  and  use 
‘Type  l-D"  grade  diesel  fuel  as  the 
primary  fuel  for  use  in  the  engines  or 
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other  evidence  acceptable  to  the 
Administrator. 


Table  N91-2 


Uein 

ASTM 

Type  1-0 

Tupe2-0 

Cetane  Number . . . . . . 

D613 

40-54 

40-54 

330-390 

40-48 

40-48 

340-400 

0976 

DistiUation  range: 

•P 

086 . 

10  pet.  point . 

rc)— . 

•F 

066 _ 

(165.6-198.^ 

370-430 

(171.1-204.4) 

400-460 

50  pet.  point . . . . . . . 

♦F 

086  . 

(187.8-221.1) 

410-480 

(210-248.9) 

460-520 

(237.8-271.1) 

500-560 

(204.4-237.8) 

470-540 

(243.3-282.2) 

560-630 

(293.3-332.2) 

610-690 

90  pcL  point . . . . 

CQ...... 

•F . 

086 

EP . . . . . . . . 

rc).„. 

•F _ 

(•C)..._ 

(260.0-293.3) 

(321.1-365.Q 

Gravity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

•API . 

40-44 

32-37 

Total  sulfur . . . . . .  „  . . . . . . . . 

pcL  — 

0.03-0.05 

003-0.05 

Hydrocarbon  composition: 

Aromatics . . . .  . 

pet - 

01319 

(•)8 

(>)27 

Paraffins,  Napbtfienes,  Olefins . . . . . 

01319 

(*) 

120 

{*) 

130 

Flashpoint  min . . . .  .  .  _  _ _  . 

•F . 

093 . 

Viscositv.  centistokes..- .  . . .  . 

CC)— 

0445... 

(48.9) 

1.6-2.0 

(54.4) 

2.0-3.2 

imiiiiiig 

•  Mtnimiifn. 

*  Remainder. 


[FR  Doc.  92-9991  FUed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BUXINa  CODE  6S60-S0-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Parts  59, 61, 62,  and  75 
RIN  3067-AB7Q 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
Coverage  arKi  Sales 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  final  rule  amends  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  regulations  dealing  with  flood 
insurance  coverage,  premiums,  and 
commissions  for  agents,  including 
revisions  to  the  Standard  Flood 
Insurance  Policy  (SFIP)  terms  and 
provisions.  The  amendments  involve 
revision  to  the  commissions  paid  to 
property  insurance  agents  and  brokers 
(“producers”)  selling  flood  insurance 
policies  issued  by  the  NFIP  through  its 
servicing  contractor,  increase  in  the 
deductibles  (building  and  contents, 
separately)  for  those  flood  insurance 
policies  which  are  rated  using  the 
subsidized  rates,  i.e.,  “chargeable  rates", 
established  pursuant  to  sections  1308 
(a)(1)  and  (a)(2)  and  1336(b)(1)  of  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended  42  U.S.C.  4015  and  42  U.S.C. 


4056;  increase  in  the  probation 
additional  premium  for  flood  insurance 
policies  issued  on  properties  located  in 
communities  which  are  on  probation; 
and  other  technical  or  editorial  changes. 
This  flnal  rule  is  necessary  (1)  to 
eliminate  the  administrative  burden 
experienced  by  insurance  agents  and 
the  NFIP  servicing  contractor  because  of 
the  paperwork  and  record-keeping 
involved  with  the  dual  commission  rate 
system  and  (2)  to  effect  an  increase  in 
the  revenues  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Fund,  from  which  all 
expenses  for  operation  of  the  NFIP  are 
derived.  These  changes  are  intended  to 
achieve  a  greater  adnunistrative  and 
fiscal  effectiveness  in  the  operation  of 
the  NFIP  and  lessen  the  burdens  on 
those  property  insurance  agents  and 
brokers  (“producers”)  who  are  selling 
NFIP  Direct  policies. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
October  1, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Donald  L.  Collins,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  500  C  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  646-3419. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
September  16, 1991,  FEMA  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  56  FR  46758,  a 
proposed  rule  containing  amendments  to 
the  NFIP  regulations  dealing  with  the 
commissions  paid  to  property  insurance 
agents  and  brokers  (“producers”)  for  the 
procurement  of  new  flood  insurance 
policies,  and  renewals  thereof,  on  behalf 


of  policyholders  insured  under  the  NFIP 
directly  by  the  Federal  Government 
through  its  servicing  contractor  (NFIP 
direct  business).  The  proposed  rule  also 
contained  amendments  relating  to 
revision  to  the  SFIP  terms  pertaining  to 
the  deductibles  for  those  flood  insurance 
policies  issued  or  renewed  on  and  after 
January  1, 1992,  which  are  rated  using 
the  subsidized  rates,  Le..  “chargeable 
rates”,  established  pursuant  to  sections 
1308  (a)(1)  and  (a)(2)  and  1336(b)(1)  of 
the  National  Floc^  Insurance  Act  of 
1968,  as  amended,  and  to  revision  of  the 
probation  additional  premium  for  flood 
insurance  policies  issued  or  renewed  on 
properties  located  in  communities  which 
are  placed  on  probation  on  and  after 
January  1, 1992. 

No  comments  were  received 
concerning  the  commission  changes  or 
the  increase  in  the  probation  additional 
premium  for  flood  insurance  policies 
issued  or  renewed  on  properties  located 
in  communities  placed  on  probation. 
Therefore,  those  revisions  are 
incorporated  into  the  flnal  rule  as 
proposed,  except  that  the  effective  date 
for  the  probation  increase  has  been 
changed  to  October  1, 1992.  The 
effective  date  of  the  commission 
changes,  which  was  not  mentioned  in 
the  proposed  rule,  is  also  October  1, 
1992. 

The  only  comment  received  during  the 
60-day  comment  period  was  from  an 
association  concerned  with  flood  plain 
management  issues.  The  association 
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expressed  opposition  to  the  increase  in 
the  deductibles  for  flood  insurance 
policies  issued  or  renewed  where 
subsidized  rates,  i.e..  “chargeable  rates”, 
are  used  to  calculate  the  premium. 
Concern  was  expressed  that  an  increase 
in  the  deductibles  would  have  an 
adverse  impact  on  the  existing  policy 
base  in  that  policyholders  who  are  not 
required  by  a  lender  to  carry  the 
insurance  will  most  likely  not  renew 
their  policies  because  of  what  they  may 
perceive  as  a  diminished  value  of  the 
policy.  Concern  was  also  expressed  that 
the  pre-FIRM  policyholders  are  the 
group  that  pr(A}ably  can  least  afford  an 
extra  burden  in  the  program. 

While  these  are  valid  concerns,  FEMA 
believes  that,  even  with  the  increased 
deductibles,  the  flood  insurance  policies 
still  provide  significant  benefits.  It  must 
be  remembered  that,  as  pointed  out  in 
the  proposed  rule,  those  buildings  which 
are  most  likely  to  be  insured  using  the 
subsidized  rates  are  also  die  buildings 
most  likely  to  be  subject  to  a  greater 
exposure  to  flood  loss  because  of  their 
having  been  built  before  the  degree  of 
flood  risk  had  been  ascertained  In 
carrying  out  its  responsibility  to  develop 
the  general  terms  and  conditions  of 
insurability  for  properties  insured  under 
the  program  (such  as  the  types,  classes, 
and  locations  of  properties  eligible  for 
flood  insurance,  the  nature  and  limits  of 
loss  or  damage,  appropriate  loss 
deductibles,  etc.),  FEMA  must  comply 
vsrith  the  statutory  requirement  for 
”*  *  *  minimizing  costs,  and 
distributing  burdens  equitably  among 
those  who  will  be  protected  by  flood 
insurance  and  the  general  public' 

(section  1302(d)  of  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4002).  FEMA  believes  that  this 
increase  in  the  deductibles  is  reasonable 
to  the  insured  (in  light  of  the  greater 
exposure  to  flood  loss  which  the 
properties  aflected  by  this  increase  are 
subject  to)  and  equitable  to  the  general 
taxpayers  who  would  be  required  to 
subsidize  the  program  if  FEI^  had  to 
exercise  its  borrowing  authority  because 
of  an  unusually  heavy  loss  year  and 
appropriations  were  necessary  to  repay 
the  amount  borrowed. 

Regarding  the  impact  that  the 
increased  deductibles  may  have  on  the 
existing  policy  base,  such  concern  has 
been  raised  in  the  past  whenever  FEMA 
has  found  it  necessary  to  make  changes 
in  the  program  such  as  increasing  the 
rates  or  limiting  the  coverage.  However, 
experience  has  not  shown  that  a  large 
reduction  in  the  policyholder  base  has 
occurred  in  the  past  when,  for  risk 
management  or  cost  containment 
purposes,  it  has  been  necessary  to  either 


restrict  coverage  or  raise  the  rates. 
Therefore,  the  revisions  to  the 
deductibles  for  flood  insurance  policies 
issued  or  renewed  where  subsidized 
rates,  i.e.,  “chargeable  rates",  are  used 
to  calculate  the  premium  are 
incorporated  into  the  final  rule  as 
proposed,  except  that  the  effective  date 
has  been  changed  fit)m  January  1, 1992, 
to  October  1. 1992. 

This  final  rule  also  includes  a  revision 
in  part  75  to  add  the  State  of  Kentucky 
to  the  list  of  states  which  qualify  as  self- 
insurers.  This  state  was  not  included  in 
the  proposed  rule  because  it  was  not 
approved  until  September  24. 1991. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

This  rule  is  categorically  excluded 
fiom  the  requirements  of  44  CFR  part  10, 
Environmenttd  Consideration.  No 
environmental  impact  assessment  has 
been  prepared. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

This  rule  is  not  a  major  rule  under 
Executive  Order  12291,  Federal 
Regulation,  February  17, 1981,  and  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  No  regulatory  impact  analysis 
has  been  prepared. 

Paperworic  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  involve  any 
collection  of  information  for  purposes  of 
the  Paperworic  Reduction  Act. 

Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism 

This  rule  involves  no  policies  that 
have  federalism  implications  under 
Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism, 
dated  October  26, 1987. 

Executive  Order  12778,  Civil  Justice 
Reform 

This  rule  meets  the  applicable 
standards  of  section  2(b)(2)  of  Executive 
Order  12778. 

List  of  Subjects  in  44  CFR  Parts  59, 61, 
62,  and  75 

Flood  insurance.  Flood  plains. 
Accordingly,  44  CFR  parts  59,  61,  62, 
and  75  are  amended  as  follows; 

PART  59— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  59  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  4001  et  seq.: 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978,  3  CFR. 
1978  Comp.,  p.  329:  E.0. 12127,  44  FR 19367,  3 
CFR.  1979  Comp.,  p.  376. 

§  59.1  [Amended] 

2.  Section  59.1  is  amended  as  follows; 

a.  By  adding  at  the  end  of  the 

definition  of  “area  of  special  flood 
hazard",  the  following  sentence;  “For 


purposes  of  these  regulations,  the  term 
‘special  flood  hazard  area  (SFHA)'  is 
synonymous  in  meaning  with  the  phrase 
'area  of  special  flood  hazard'." 

b.  By  removing  the  definition  of 
"Associate  Director". 

c.  By  adding,  alphabetically,  a 
definition  of  “Special  flood  hazard  area" 
to  read  as  follows; 

•  *  *  •  * 

Special  flood  hazard  area — see  “area 
of  special  flood  hazard". 

•  *  *  «  • 

§  59.4  [Amended] 

3.  Section  59.4  is  amended  by 
removing  at  the  end  of  paragraph  (c)  the 
phrase  “(39  FR  26186-26193,  July  17, 

1974:  40  FR  16710,  April  14, 1975;  40  FR 
54277-54278,  November  21, 1975;  and  41 
FR  2428,  January  16, 1976)"  and  adding 
in  place  thereof  the  phase  “(54  FR 
29666-29695,  July  13, 1989)”. 

§  59.24  [Amended] 

4.  Section  59.24  is  amended  as  follows; 

a.  By  removing  in  paragraph  (b)(3),  the 
phrase  “v^en  the  probation  is  to  begin 
on  or  after  October  1, 1986,". 

b.  By  removing  in  the  eighth  sentence 
of  paragraph  (b)  all  of  the  language  to 
the  end  of  the  paragraph  after  the 
phrase  “on  or  after  October  1, 1986," 
and  adding  in  place  thereof  the  phrase 
“but  prior  to  October  1, 1992,  an 
additional  premium  of  $25.00  shall  be 
charged  on  each  such  policy  newly 
issued  or  renewed  during  the  one-year 
period  beginning  on  the  date  the 
community  is  placed  on  probation  and 
during  any  successive  one-year  periods 
that  begin  prior  to  October  1, 1992." 

c.  By  adding  two  new  sentences  to  the 
end  of  paragraph  (b)  as  follows;  “Where 
a  community's  predation  begins  on  or 
after  October  1. 1992,  the  additional 
premium  described  in  the  preceding 
sentence  shall  be  $50.00,  which  shall 
also  be  charged  during  any  successive 
one-year  periods  during  which  the 
community  remains  on  probation  for 
any  part  thereof.  This  $k).00  additional 
premium  shall  further  be  charged  during 
any  successive  one-year  periods  that 
begin  on  or  after  October  1, 1992,  where 
the  preceding  one-year  probation  period 
began  prior  to  October  1, 1992, 

PART  61— [AMENDED] 

5.  The  authority  citation  for  part  61  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  4001  et  seq.; 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978,  3  CFR, 
1978  Comp.,  p.  329;  E.0. 12127,  44  FR  19367,  3 
CFR,  1979  Comp.,  p.  376. 

§  61.5  [Amended] 

6.  Section  61.5  is  amended  as  follows; 


0 
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a.  In  paragraph  (d)  by  adding  the 
designation  “(1)’’  after  "(d)”,  and  by 
revising  newly  designated  paragraph 
(d)(l]  to  read  as  follows: 

§  61.5  Special  terms  and  conditions. 

«  *  *  *  * 

(d)(1)  Each  loss  sustained  by  the 
insured  is  subject  to  a  deductible 
provision  imder  which  the  insured  bears 
a  portion  of  the  loss  before  payment  is 
made  under  the  policy.  In  the  case  of 
any  flood  insurance  policy  issued  or 
renewed  for  a  property  located  in  an 
Emergency  Program  community  or  for 
any  property  located  in  a  Regular 
Program  community  in  Zones  A,  AO, 

AH,  Al-30.  AE.  VO,  Vl-30.  VE,  or  V 
where  the  rates  available  for  buildings 
built  before  the  effective  date  of  the 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM)  are 
used  to  compute  the  premium,  the 
amount  of  the  deductible  for  each  loss 
occurrence  is: 

(1)  For  structural  (i.e.,  insured  building) 
losses,  $750.00;  and 

(ii)  For  contents  (Le.,  insured  personal 
property)  losses,  $750.00. 

*  «  *  *  • 

b.  By  adding  the  designation  “(3)” 
before  the  paragraph  banning  with  the 
words  “Optional  Deductibles,  All  Zones, 
available  as  follows:”,  and  by  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (d)(2)  to  read  as  follows: 
***** 

(2)  For  policies  other  than  those 
described  in  paragraph  (d)(1)  of  this 
section,  the  amoxmt  of  the  deductible  for 
each  loss  occurrence  is: 

(i)  For  structural  (i.e.,  insured  building) 
losses,  $500.00;  and 

(ii)  For  contents  (i.e.,  insured  personal 
property)  losses,  $^.00. 
***** 

§61.15  [RemovMlI 

7.  Section  61.15  is  removed  in  its 
entirety. 

§  61.16  (Amended) 

8.  Section  61.16  is  amended  by 
removing  the  phrase  “that  has  been 
placed  on  probation  on  or  after  October 
1. 1986,  is  $25.00.”  and  adding  in  place 
thereof  the  phrase  “placed  on  probation 
prior  to  October  1. 1992,  is  $25.00.  Where 
the  community  was  placed  on  probation 
on  or  after  October  1, 1992,  the 
additional  premium  charge  is  $50.00.”. 

Appendix  A<1)— (Amended] 

9.  Appendix  A(l)  of  part  61  is 
amend^  as  follows: 

a.  At  Article  II — Definitions,  in  the 
definition  of  “Direct  Physical  Loss  by  or  from 
Flood”,  remove  the  phrase  “for  buildings  in 
an  amount  up  to  the  amount  of  the  minimum 
buikhng  deductible”  and  add  in  place  thereof. 


the  phrase  “for  buildings  in  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $500”  and  remove  the  phrase  “for 
contents  in  an  amount  up  to  the  amount  of 
the  minimum  contents  deductible."  and  add 
in  place  thereof,  the  phrase  “for  contents  in 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $500.”. 

b.  At  Article  n — ^Definitions,  in  the 
definition  of  “Probation  additional  premium,” 
add  a  period  after  the  phrase  ”44  CF’R  59.24” 
and  remove  the  rest  of  the  sentence. 

c.  At  Article  IV — Property  Covered 
(Subject  to  “Property  Not  Covered” 
Provisions],  in  paragraph  A.7.  remove  the 
phrase  “up  to  the  amount  of  the  minimum 
building  deductible.”  and  add  in  place  thereof 
the  phrase  “not  to  exceed  $500.”. 

d.  At  Article  VI — Deductibles,  redesignate 
paragraph  C.  as  paragraph  D.;  amend  newly 
redesignated  paragraph  D  by  removing  the 
word  “The”  the  first  time  it  is  used  and 
adding  in  place  thereof  the  phrase  “For 
policies  other  than  those  described  in 
paragraph  C.  above,  the”;  and  add  a  new 
paragraph  C.,  to  read  as  follows: 
***** 

C  For  any  flood  insurance  policy  issued  or 
renewed  for  a  fwoperty  locat^  in  an 
Emergency  Program  community  or  for  any 
property  locat^  in  a  Regular  Program 
community  in  Zones  A,  AO,  AH,  Al-30,  AE, 
VO,  Vl-30,  VE,  or  V  where  the  rates 
available  for  buildings  buih  before  the 
effective  date  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate 
Map  (FIRM)  are  used  to  compute  the 
premium,  the  amount  of  the  deductible  for 
each  loss  occurrence  is  determined  as 
follows:  We  shall  be  liable  only  when  such 
loss  exceeds  $750.00,  or  the  amount  of  any 
higher  deductible  which  you  selected  when 
you  applied  for  this  insurance  or  when  you 
raised  the  deductible  by  endorsement 
***** 

Appendix  A(2)—{  Amended] 

10.  Appendix  A(2)  of  part  61  is 
amend^  as  follows:- 

a.  At  Article  11 — Definitions,  in  the 
definition  of  “Direct  physical  loss  by  or  from 
flood”,  remove  the  phrase  “for  buildings  in  an 
amoimt  up  to  the  amount  of  the  minimum 
building  deductible"  and  add  in  place  thereof, 
the  phrase  "for  buildings  in  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $500“  and  remove  the  phrase  “for 
contents  in  an  amount  up  to  the  amount  of 
the  minimum  contents  deductible.”  and  add 
in  place  thereof,  the  phrase  “for  contents  in 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $500.". 

b.  At  Article  II — Definitions,  in  the 
definition  of  “Probation  additional  premium.” 
add  a  period  after  the  phrase  “44  CFR  56.24” 
and  remove  the  rest  of  the  sentence. 

c.  At  Article  IV — ^Property  Covered 
(Subject  to  “Property  Not  Covered" 
Provisions)  in  paragraph  A.3.  remove  the 
phrase  “up  to  the  amount  of  the  minimum 
building  deductible.”  and  add  in  place  thereof 
the  phrase  “not  to  exceed  $500.“. 

d.  At  Article  VI— Deductibles,  is  revised  to 
read,  as  follows: 

Article  VI — Deductibles 

A.  Each  loss  to  the  insured  property  is 
subject  to  a  deductible  provision  under  which 
the  liuntred  bears  a  portien  of  the  lose  before 
payment  is  made  under  the  policy. 


B.  The  loss  deductible  shall  apply 
separately  to  each  building  loss  and  contents 
loss  including,  as  to  each,  any  debris  removal 
expenses. 

C.  For  any  flood  insurance  policy  issued  or 
renewed  for  a  property  located  in  an 
Emergency  Prt^ram  community  or  for  any 
property  located  in  a  Regular  Program 
community  in  Zones  A,  AO,  AH,  Al-30,  AE, 
VO,  Vl-30,  VE,  or  V  where  the  rates 
available  for  buildings  built  before  the 
efiective  date  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate 
Map  (FIRM)  are  used  to  compute  the 
premium,  the  amount  of  the  deductible  for 
each  loss  occurrence  is  determined  as 
follows:  The  Insurer  shall  be  liable  only  when 
such  loss  exceeds  $750.00,  or  the  amount  of 
any  higher  deductible  which  the  Insured 
select^  when  the  Insured  applied  for  this 
insurance  or  when  the  Insured  raised  the 
deductible  by  endorsement 

D.  For  policies  other  than  those  described 
in  paragraph  C.  above,  the  amoimt  of  the 
deductible  for  each  loss  occurrence  is 
determined  as  follows:  The  Insurer  shall  be 
liable  only  when  such  loss  exceeds  $500.00, 
or  the  amount  of  any  higher  deductible  which 
the  Insured  selected  when  the  Insured 
applied  for  this  insurance  or  when  the 
Insured  raised  the  deductible  by 
endorsement. 

PART  62— [AMENDED] 

11.  The  authority  citation  for  part  62  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  4001  et  seq.\ 
Reorganixation  Han  No.  3  of  197^  3  CFR, 
1978  Comp.,  p.  329:  E.0. 12127, 44  FR 19367, 3 
CFR,  1979  Comp.,  p.  376. 

12.  Section  62.6  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)(l]  and  (aK2)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  62.6  Mnlmum  commission. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  In  the  case  of  a  new  or  renewal 
policy,  the  following  commissions  shall 
apply  based  on  the  total  premiums  paid 
for  the  policy  term: 


PrufTiium  amount 

Commie 

sions 

^eroem) 

15 

Excess  ot  $2.000..- . . . .  . 

5 

(2)  In  the  case  of  mid-term  increases 
in  amounts  of  insurance  added  by 
endorsements,  the  following 
commissions  shall  apply  based  on  the 
total  premiums  paid  for  the  increased 
amounts  of  insurance: 


Pfemium  amount 

Commis- 

■ions 

(peKont) 

16 

5 
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PART  75— [AMENDED] 

13.  The  authority  citation  for  part  75  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  4001  el  seq.\ 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978,  3  CFR, 

1978  Comp.,  p.  329;  E.0. 12127. 44  FR 19367, 3 
CFR.  1979  Comp.,  p.  376. 

§75.14  [Amended] 

14.  Section  75.14  is  amended  by 
adding  the  word  “Kentucky.”  after  the 
word  “Iowa,”  and  before  the  word 
“Maine,"  and  by  removing  die  word 
“Oklahoma,”. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
63.100,  “Flood  Insurance.”) 

Dated:  April  20, 1992. 

C.  M.  “Bud“  Sdiauerte, 

Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10536  FUed  5-6-92: 8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  S71S-0S-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

Final  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Base  (KXl-year)  flood 
elevations  and  modified  base  (lOO-year) 
flood  elevations  are  made  final  for  the 
communities  listed  below. 

The  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
and  modified  base  flood  elevations  are 
the  basis  for  the  floodplain  management 
measures  that  each  community  is 
required  either  to  adopt  or  to  show 
evidence  of  being  already  in  efiect  in 
order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified  for 
participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  date  of  issuance 
for  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
(FIRM)  showing  base  flood  elevations 
and  modified  base  flood  elevations  for 
each  community.  This  date  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  office  where 
the  maps  are  available  for  inspection  as 
indicated  on  the  table  below. 
addresses:  The  final  base  flood 
elevations  for  each  community  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  office  of 
the  Chief  Executive  Officer  of  each 
community.  The  respective  addresses 
are  listed  in  the  following  table. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  R,  Locke,  Chiet  Risk  Studies 
Division,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  500  C  Street.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  846-2754. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Emergency  Management 


Agency  (FEMA  or  Agency)  gives  notice 
of  the  filial  determinations  of  base  flood 
elevations  and  modified  base  flood 
elevations  for  each  community  listed. 

The  proposed  base  flood  elevations  and 
proposed  modified  base  flood  elevations 
were  published  in  newspapers  of  local 
circulation  and  an  opportunity  for  the 
community  or  individuals  to  appeal  the 
proposed  determinations  to  or  through 
the  community  was  provided  for  a 
period  of  ninety  (90)  days.  The  proposed 
base  flood  elevations  and  proposed 
modified  base  flood  elevations  were 
also  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

This  final  rule  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973,  42  U.S.C,  4104. 
and  44  CFR  part  67. 

The  agency  has  developed  criteria  for 
floodplain  management  in  floodprone 
areas  in  accordance  with  44  CFR  part 
60. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

This  rule  is  categorically  excluded 
from  the  requirements  of  44  CFR  part  10, 
Environmental  Consideration.  No 
environmental  impact  assessment  has 
been  prepared. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

This  rule  is  not  a  major  rule  under 
Executive  Order  12291,  February  17. 

1981.  No  regulatory  impact  analysis  has  ' 
been  prepared. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  involve  any 
collection  of  information  for  purposes  of 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act. 

Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism 

This  rule  involves  no  policies  that 
have  federalism  implications  under 
Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism, 
dated  October  26. 1987. 

Executive  Order  12778,  Civil  |ustice 
Reform 

This  rule  meets  the  applicable 
standards  of  section  2(b)(2)  of  Executive 
Order  12778, 

Interested  lessees  and  owners  of  real 
property  are  encouraged  to  review  the 
proof  Flood  Insurance  Study  and  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Map  available  at  the 
address  cited  below  for  each 
commimity. 

The  base  flood  elevations  and 
modified  base  flood  elevations  are  made 
final  in  the  communities  listed  below. 
Elevations  at  selected  locations  in  each 
community  are  shown. 

List  of  Subjects  in  44  CFR  Part  67 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Flood  insurance.  Reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements. 


Accordingly,  44  CFR  part  67  is  amended 
as  follows; 

PART  67— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  67  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  67— [AMENDED] 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  4001  et  seq.-. 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978,  3  CFR, 
1978  Comp.,  p.  329:  E.0. 12127, 44  FR  19367.  3 
CFR,  1979  Comp.,  p.  376. 

§67.11  [Amended] 

2.  The  tables  published  under  the 
authority  of  5  67.11  are  amended  as 
follows: 


fOepth 
in  fMt 
above 


Source  cH  flooding  and  location 


ground. 
*Elova- 
tion  in 
feet 

(NGVO) 


ALABAMA 


Moody  (town),  SL  CWr  County  (FEMA  Doefcol 
Ha  7039) 


LMa  CahiAa  Rivar 

About  1100  feet  downstream  of  Moody  Padoray 

Just  upstream  of  Park  Avenue . . . . 

About  2600  feet  upstream  of  Park  Avenue . 

Maps  avaSaUa  tot  bispactton  at  tbe  Town  oi 
Moody,  Rt  5.  Moody,  Alabama. 

ARKANSAS 


RusaaiMIta  (city).  Pope  County  (FEMA  Ooekat 
Ha  7039) 

Enginoort  OHdt 

Approximatety  02  river  mile  r^istream  of  conflu¬ 
ence  with  Prairie  Creek . . - . 

Approximately  0.4  river  mile  upstream  of  West 

3rd  Place - - - . 

Efigfnoon  TiibtiUuy: 

Al  confluence  with  Engineers  Ditch...- . . . 

Approximately  0.2  rhrer  mite  upstream  of  South 

Vancouver  Street . . 

PrakiaQoak: 

Approximately  0  J  rkrer  mile  upstream  of  conflu¬ 
ence  of  Engineers  DItoh . — . . . 

Upstream  of  State  Routs  326 . 

Prairie  Creek  Tributery: 

At  confluence  with  Prairie  Creek. . - . 

Upstream  of  State  Route  326 . . 

Hritjg  creek: 

Approxitrtately  S  river  mile  downstream  of  State 

Route  7 _ _ 

Upstream  side  of  Union  Pacific  Railroad . 

¥rhig  Creek  Tributary: 

At  confluence  with  Whig  Creek . . . 

Approximately  0.5  river  mile  upstream  of  East 

16th  Street . - . . . 

HUnoie  Bayou 

At  confluence  with  Arkansas  River . 

Approximately  530  feet  upstream  of  Point  View 

Road . . - . 

Arkansas  River 

At  State  Route  7 . . — . 

Al  confluence  Of  Illinois  Bayou . — . 

MiM*  avallabla  lor  Inspactlon  at  the  fflanning 
and  Zoning  Department  200  Block  W.  2nd 
Street  Russellvilie.  Arkansas. 


ARIZONA 


VavapM  County  (uMncorporatad  areas)  (FEMA 
Oocfcot  Ha  7034) 


•647 

•672 

•676 


•334 


•371 

•348 


•367 

•334 

•384 


•363 

•386 


•323 

•396 

*345 


*363 


*339 

•346 


*323 

•339 


Soutri  Rocky  Boy  tfilistt: 

Al  confluence  with  Model  Creek . — . . 

Just  above  Aggie  Hodge  Road..- - - 

Approximately  4,750  leal  above  Aggie  Hodge 
Road. _ . . . . . . 


*4,499 

•4,526 

•4,575 
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Source  ot  flooding  and  locatiott 


Map*  are  evallaMe  ter  revtow  at  the  Yavapai 
County  Flood  Control  District.  500  South  Marina 
Street,  Prescott,  Arizona. 


Fort  Bragg  (clly),  Santa  Clara  County  (FEMA 
Deckot  No.  7034) 

Hoyo  River. 

Appronnwlely  400  feet  downstream  ol  U.S. 

Highway  1 . 

Just  upstream  ol  U.S.  Highway  1 . - . 

Approximately  3,200  feet  upstream  ol  U.S. 

Highway  1 . 

Approximately  6,650  feet  upstream  of  U.S. 

Highway  1 . 

Maps  are  avaNablo  ter  revtow  at  City  Halt.  416 
North  Franklin  Street,  Fort  Bragg,  CaHfomia. 


Mendocino  County  (unincorporated  areas) 
(FEMA  Docket  No.  7034) 

Noyo  River: 

Approxnnaiely  500  feet  downstream  of  U.S. 

Highway  1  bridge . 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  1 . 

Approximately  1,800  feel  upstream  of  U.S. 

Highway  1 . 

Approximately  2,600  feet  upstream  of  U.S. 

Highway  1 . 

Approximately  7,000  feet  upstream  of  U.S. 

Highway  1 . 

Mapa  are  avallaMe  ter  revtow  at  the  Mendocino 
County  Planning  and  Building  Services  Depart¬ 
ment,  County  Courthouse.  Ukiah,  CaHfomia. 

Santa  Bartwra  County  (unincorporated  areas) 
(FEMA  Docket  No.  7031) 

San  Antonio  Creek: 

Approximately  50  feel  downstream  of  Den 

Street . 

Just  upstream  of  Augusta  Street . 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  101 . . 

Just  upstream  of  Pierce  Flanch  Road . 

Mapa  are  avaltobto  ter  revtow  at  the  Santa 
Barbara  County  Flood  Control  and  Water  Corv 
servation  District  123  East  Anapamu  Street 
Santa  Barbara,  California. 


Aurora  (dty),  Adams  and  Arapahoe  Counttoa 
(FEMA  Docket  Na  7040) 

Unnamed  Creek: 

At  the  confkierrce  with  West  Ton  Gate  Creek . 

Approximately  3,000  feel  upstream  Ol  the  con¬ 
fluence  with  West  Toll  Gale  Creek . 

Approximately  600  feel  downstream  of  South 

Flanders  Way . 

Approximately  1,300  feel  upstream  of  South 
Flanders  Way  (at  upstream  limit  of  detailed 

study) . 

Cast  Ton  Gale  Creek: 

Approximately  1,900  feet  upstream  ol  First 

Avenue . 

Approxinwtely  3,500  feel  upstream  of  First 

Avenue . 

Approximately  1,250  feet  downstream  of  Buck- 

ley  Road . 

At  Buckley  Road . 

IVeslerty  Creek: 

Approximately  7,000  feet  upstream  ol  mouth . 

At  Montview  Boulevard . 

At  Beeler  Street 
At  Sixth  Averxje 
At  14th  Avenue. 

Maps  are  avallabto  ter  revtow  at  the  Engineer¬ 
ing  Department,  1470  South  Havana  Street. 
Aurora.  Colorado. 

Frulta  (town).  Mesa  County  (FEMA  Docket  No. 
7037) 

Colorado  River 

At  the  confluence  with  Little  Salt  Wash . 

At  the  Town  of  Fruita  upstream  corporate  limits... 


Source  of  flooding  and  location 


At  the  intersection  of  Hollyberry  Way  with 

Appiewood  Way . 

At  19  Road  extended  to  the  river . 

Big  Salt  UVaafi: 

Approximately  70  feat  upstream  of  Interstate 

Highway  70  westbound . 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highways  6  and  50 . 

Approximately  1,700  feet  upstream  of  Kt4  Road 

extended  to  Big  Salt  Wash . 

Little  Sait  Wash: 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  Highway  70 . 

Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highways  6  and  50 . 

Just  downstream  of  17W  Road . 

Just  downstream  of  18  Road . 

Approximately  500  feet  upstream  of  of  18W 
Road . 


Source  of  flooding  and  location 


Pattsade  (town).  Mesa  County  (FEMA  Docket 
No.  7037) 

Colorado  River 

At  downstream  corporate  limits,  located  approxi¬ 
mately  2  miles  dr^nstream  of  U.S.  Highways  6 

and  24 . 

Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  6  (Eighth 

Street) . 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limits,  located  ap¬ 
proximately  0.8  mile  upstream  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6 . 

Maps  are  available  for  review  at  Town  Hall, 
Department  of  Public  Works,  175  East  Third 
Street  Palisade,  Colorado. 


Mapa  are  avaltobto  for  revtow  at  Town  Halt.  101 
West  McCune  Street  Fruita,  Colorado. 


Grand  Junction  (dty).  Mesa  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7037) 

Colorado  River 

At  the  downstream  corporate  limits,  approxi¬ 
mately  1,900  feet  downstream  of  State  High¬ 
way  340  westbound . 

Approximately  500  feet  upstream  of  State  High¬ 
way  340  easlbound . 

Approximately  150  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  High. 

way  50 . 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limits,  approximately 

1.9  rmles  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  50 . 

Horaon  Drive  Channet 

At  the  western  corporate  limits,  at  the  conflu¬ 
ence  with  Leach  Creek . 

Approximately  350  feet  upstream  of  25  Road . 

Approximately  250  feet  upstream  of  26  Road . 

Just  upstream  of  Horizon  Drive . 

Just  downsbeam  of  G  Road . 


Mapa  are  avallabto  ter  revtow  at  the  Planning 
Departmertt,  250  North  Fifth  Street  Grand 
Junction,  Colorado. 

Mess  County  (unincorporated  areas)  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7037) 

Colorado  River 

Approximately  1.9  miies  downstream  of  Inter¬ 
state  70  Bhdge  at  Town  of  GHsonite . 

Approximately  150  feet  downstream  of  the  new 
State  Highway  340  bridge  south  of  Town  of 

Fruita . 

Just  upstream  ol  Redlands  Parkway . 

Just  upstream  of  Denver  and  Rio  Grande  West¬ 
ern  Railroad  located  near  the  confluence  with 

Gurmison  River . 

Just  upstream  of  32  Road . !.. 

At  U.S.  Highway  6  and  24  bridge  east  ot  Town 

of  Palisade . 

Approximately  900  feet  upstream  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  70  bridge  northeast  of  Town  of  Palisade.. 
Horiton  Drive  Channet 

Approximately  950  feet  upstream  ol  26M  Road... 
Approximately  500  feel  upstream  of  Grand 

Valley  Highline  Canal . 

Brg  Sail  Hiaaiv 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  Highway  70 . 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highways  6  and  50 . 

Approximately  3,750  feet  upstream  of  17  Road.... 
Little  Sait  IVash. 

At  confluence  with  Colorado  River . 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  Highway  70  east- 

bound . - . 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highways  6  and  50 . 

Approximately  140  feet  upstream  of  17Vk  Road... 
Approximately  520  feet  downstream  of  18Vk 

Road . 

Roan  Creek: 

Approximately  120  feel  downstream  of  Denver 

arxl  Rio  Grande  Western  Railroad . 

At  State  Highway  44 . 

At  the  border  of  Garfield  and  Mesa  Counties . 

Maps  are  avaltobto  tor  revtow  at  the  Mesa 
County  Department  of  Public  Works.  750  Main 
StreeL  Grand  Jurxttion,  Colorado. 


CONNECTICUT 


KHIingworth  (town),  Mlddfesex  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7040) 

Hammonasset  River 

Upstream  side  of  State  Route  80 . 

Approximately  2,000  feet  upstream  of  State 

Route  79 . . . 

Mapa  avaltobto  tor  kispactton  at  the  KilUngworth 
Town  Office,  323  Route  81.  KilUngworth,  Corv 
necbcut 

Marlborough  (town),  Hartford  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7039) 

Catde  Lot  Brook: 

Approximately  175  feet  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Dickinson  Creek . 

At  upstream  corporate  limits . 

Fawn  HiH  Brook: 

Approximately  400  feet  upstream  ol  confluence 

of  Dickinson  Creek.. . 

Approximately  .6  mile  upstream  ol  State  of 

Route  66 . 

Fawn  Brook: 

Approximately  215  feet  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Black  Ledge  River . 

Approximately  250  feet  upstream  of  conftuerKe 

with  Black  Ledge  Creek . 

West  Branch  Dickinson  Creek: 

Upstream  side  of  New  London  Turnpike . 

At  Chapman  Road . 

Mapa  avaUabto  for  Inspection  at  the  Town  HalL 
26  North  Main  Street,  Marlborough,  Connecti¬ 
cut 

Washington  (town),  Litchfield  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7039) 

Shepaug  River: 

At  the  downstream  corporate  limits . 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limits . . 

Bantam  River 

At  the  confluence  with  Shepaug  River - 

At  a  point  approximately  1 ,950  feet  upstream  ol 

the  confluence  with  Shepaug  River . 

Maps  avaltobto  for  Inspection  at  the  Town  Halt, 
2  Bryan  Plaza.  Washington.  Connecticut 


Broward  County  (unincorporsted  areas)  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7019) 

Attantic  Ocean/intracoastai  Waterway: 

At  intersection  of  Southwest  40th  Avenue  and 

Southwest  31st  Street . 

About  500  feet  east  of  intersection  ol  South¬ 
east  19th  Street  and  South  Ocean  Boulevard... 
Shallow  ftoodmg  from  Atlantic  Oceart  About  400 
feet  east  of  intersection  of  Southeast  19th 

Street  arxl  South  Ocean  Boulevard . 

Atlantic  Ocean/Intracoastal  Waterway:  About  350 
feet  east  of  intersection  of  Southeast  19th 

Street  and  Sooth  Ocean  Boulevard . 

Ponding  from  rainfall: 

At  intersection  of  Kingwood  Road  and  Mather 

Boulevard . 

At  intersection  of  Northwest  29th  Ter'sce  and 

Northwest  37th  Street . 

North  New  River  Canah 
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- 1 

(NGVD) 

Just  upstream  of  Southwest  136th  Avenue . 

About  5.4  miea  upsSoem  of  Marttham  Patfc 

Road . - . . . - . 

South  New  River  Cana!  (.Canal  C-11): 

About  0.55  mile  downstream  of  U.S.  Route  27 . 

About  700  feel  downstream  of  Ramingo  Road . 

AMbfe  River  Cana!  (Canal  C- 13): 

Just  upstream  of  North  52nd  Avenue . 

Just  upstream  of  Rock  IslarKf  Road . 

Cypress  Creek  Cana!  (Cana!  C- 14): 

Just  upstream  of  Dixie  Highway . 

About  500  feel  upstream  of  State  Road  869 . 

Maps  avaflabta  lor  Inapactlon  at  the  Broward 
County  Water  Resources  Department.  2401  N. 
Powertine  Road.  Pompano  Beach.  Florida. 

Cfty  of  Coconut  Creek,  Broward  County 

(FEMA  Dockat  7019)  I 

Cypress  Creek  Canal  (Canal  C- 14): 

Just  downstream  of  Flonda  Turnpike . 

About  0.72  mile  upstream  of  Flonda  Turnpike . 

Pomfng  from  rainialt: 

Just  east  of  ekBfWBCPon  of  Coconut  Creek 

Parkway  and  Hammock  Boulevard- _ _ 

Maps  avallablo  lor  Inipectloa  at  Iha  Cny  Halt. 
4600  W  Copana  Road,  Coconut  Creak.  Florida. 


Cooper  CMy  (City),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Dockat  Na  7019) 

Ponding  from  rainfall: 

At  intersection  of  southwest  BSth  Avenue  and 

southwest  57th  Avenue.- . 

About  1.400  feel  west  of  irttersection  of  south¬ 
west  Stal  Street  and  Flamingo  Road..- . 

South  New  Rivar  Canal  (Canal  C-11): 

About  700  feet  downskeam  of  fTarriingo  Road . 

About  2.0  milee  upetroem  of  Flamingo  Road . 

Maps  avaNaMa  lor  bwpocflon  at  the  City  Hafl. 
9090  SW  SOth  Place,  Cooper  (3!y,  Florida. 

City  of  Corat  Sprfttga,  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Dockat  79191 

Ponding  from  rainialt 

At  interseckon  of  Coral  Ridge  Drive  and  Sample 

Road . . . 

At  intersaction  of  Rambtewood  Drive  and  Unf- 

versrty  Oriva_ . . . - . . . . . . 

Maos  available  for  krapectien  at  the  (3ty  Hall. 
9551  W.  Sample  Road.  Coral  Springs,  Florida 

Dama  (dty),  Broward  County  (FEMA  Docket 
No.  7019) 

Atlantic  Ocearr 

Atong  shorelirre . 

At  intemection  of  Southeast  3rd  Street  and 

Southeast  5th  Averrue . . . 

Mape  available  for  fnapectian  at  the  Cfty  Halt, 
too  W.  Beach  Boulevard,  Dania  Florida 


Davie  (town),  Broward  County  (FEMA  Docket 
No.  7019) 

Ponding  from  rainfall: 

At  intersection  of  CoNege  Avenue  and  Slate 

Road  84 . 

At  intersection  of  Westpark  Boulevard  and 

Shenandoah  Parkway _ _ _ _ _ 

South  New  River  Canal  (Canal  C- 11): 

About  0.52  mile  downstream  of  Interstate  75 _ 

About  0.85  mile  upstream  of  Interstate  75- . 

Attanac  Ocean/lmraooastal  Waterway:  At  Inter¬ 
section  of  Oakes  Road  and  SW  47th  Avenue . 

Maps  available  for  ktspectlon  at  the  Town  HaM. 
6501  SW  45lh  Street.  Oevie,  Florida 

Deerfield  Beach  (City),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Dockat  Na  7019) 

Shallow  flooding  from  Atlantic  Ocean: 

At  intersecaon  of  HiUsboro  Boulevard  and  2tst 

Street . . . - . . . - . 

At  iinersection  of  Southeast  9th  Street  and  21st 
Avenue . . - . . 


Atlantic  Ocean: 

Just  east  of  intersection  of  Southeast  9lh  Street 

and  21st  Avenue . - . 

About  200  feet  east  of  intersection  of  Northeast 

4th  Court  and  Northeast  21st  Avenue . 

Intracoaetal  Waterway:  At  intersection  of  South¬ 
east  7ih  Court  arid  Southeast  toth  Avenue . 

Maps  avallabis  for  bispactlon  at  the  City  Hall, 
150  NE  2nd  Avenue.  Deerfield  Beach,  Flerlda. 

Ft  LaudenWa  (city),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  70^ 

Atlantic  Ocean: 

At  intersection  of  Decker  Road  and  Northwest 

49th  Street _ _ — . — 

About  600  feet  south  of  intersection  of  South¬ 
east  2fst  Avenue  and  Southeast  24th 

Avenue.- . - . 

Shallow  hooting  from  Atlantic  Ocean: 

Just  west  of  Intersection  of  Northeast  30th 

Street  and  Atlantic  Boulevard . - . 

At  intersaction  of  Cortez  Street  and  South 

Ocean  Boulevard . — - - 

Just  east  of  inlaraectlon  of  Cortez  Skeal  and 

South  Ocean  Boulevard . . 

Pondmg  from  rakita/l: 

At  intsrseclion  of  Northwest  64th  Street  and 

Northwest  15th  Avenue _ 

At  Intersection  of  Northwest  235th  Terrace  and 

Northwest  67lh  Court _ 

Mapa  Bvallabla  lor  Mapactten  at  die  City  HaR. 
too  N.  Arvfrews  Avenue,  Ft  Lauderdale,  Fkxi- 
da. 

HaBandale  (city),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7019) 

Affande  Ocean/lntracoastah  Waterway: 

At  intersection  of  Layne  Boulevard  and  Holiday 

Drive _ _ _ _ 

Along  shoreline . - . - . . . . 

Shallow  hoodng  from  Atlantic  Ocean:  About  250 
feet  east  of  Hallandale  Beach  Bouievard  and 

South  Ocean  Otve _ _ _ 

Mapa  avaHaMe  for  Inapectlon  at  the  Cfty  Halt, 
308  S.  Dixie  Highway,  Hallandale.  Florida 

KItlaboro  Beach  (town),  Broward  County 
(FEMA  Docket  No.  7019) 

Attandc  Ocearr. 

About  1,000  feet  southeest  of  State  Road  A1A 

bridge  over  HIHaboro  Inlet _ 

About  1,000  feat  aest  of  State  Road  AIA 

bridge  over  Hillsboro  Inlet . - _ _ 

Shallow  hoodng  horn  Atlantic  Ocearr 
About  850  feet  east  of  Stats  Road  AIA  bridge 

over  Hillaboro  Inlet . . 

About  1.14  miles  north  and  9(X)  feM  east  of 
State  Road  AIA  bridge  over  Hillsboro  Inlet  — 
About  1.14  miles  and  1,000  feet  east  of  State 

Road  At  A  bridge  over  HiUsboro  Inlet . - . 

Intracoaslal  Waterway: 

Atong  shoreline . - . - . 

Just  west  of  shoreline . . 

Mapa  avaUaWe  for  Inapactlon  at  the  HlUaboro 
Beach  Town  HaU,  210  HiUsboro  Beach,  Pompa¬ 
no  Beach.  Florida 

Hollywood  (cKy),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Ho.  7019) 

Shahow  hoodng  from  Attanfic  Ocean:  About  300 
feel  east  d  Intersection  of  Seacrest  Way  and 

South  Ocean  Drive . . . 

Aeanhc  Ocerni/tnbecoastat  Waterway: . 

At  intersection  of  Harding  Street  and  North  14th 

Avenue . 

About  150  feet  east  of  Surf  Road  and  Monroe 

Street . — . - . 

Pondng  from  rainfah: 

At  intersection  of  Atlanta  Street  and  North  77lh 

Avenue _ _ - . - . . . 

At  intersecion  of  Cody  Skaet  and  North  74th 
Avenue..- . - . 


Mapa  avaOabfe  lor  Inapectlon  at  the  City  HaU, 
2600  Hollywood  Boulevard,  HoUywood,  Florida 

Lauderdala  Lakes  (city),  Broward  Coanty 
(FEMA  Dockat  Na  7019) 

Pondng  from  rainfall: 

At  intersection  of  West  Oakland  Park  Boulevard 

and  Northwest  38th  Terrace . — .. 

At  intersection  of  West  Oakland  Paifc  Boutavaid 

and  NorthwasI  SOth  Avenue . . 

Middle  River  Canal  (Cana!  C~  t3): 

Just  upstream  of  Wingata  Road . - . . 

Juat  upstream  of  Northwest  S2nd  Avenue — . 

Atlantic  Ocean:  At  intersection  of  Northwest  39lh 

Street  and  Northwest  30th  Terrace _ 

M^>a  avallabla  tor  Inspection  at  the  CUy  HaR. 
4300  NW  36th  SbeeL  Lauderdale  Lakaa  Flort- 
da 


Lauderdale  by  Iha  Saa  (town),  Broward 
County  (FEMA  Dockat  No.  7019) 

Atlantic  Ocean: 

About  S(X>  feel  east  of  intersaction  of  Pme 

Avenue  and  B  Mar  Driva - 

About  300  feet  east  of  Intaraaction  of  B  Mar 

Drive  and  Pakn  Avsnue _ _ _ 

Shahow  hoodng  from  Ahantic  Ocean: 

About  ISO  tael  east  of  Marsection  of  B  Mar 

Drive  and  Palm  Avenue . . . . 

About  225  feat  east  of  intersection  ol  B  Mar 

Drive  and  Palm  Avarwa. - 

Intracoaslal  Waterway:  About  300  leal  west  of 
intersection  of  Trade  Winds  Avenue  West  and 

Basin  Drive . . . . 

Maps  avallaMa  tor  bwpaclton  at  the  Town  HaR. 
4501  Ocean  Drive,  Lauderdale  by  Ihe  Sea, 
Ftorlda 

LskdarhlR  (dty),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Dockat  Na  7019) 

Pondng  horn  rafriUt 

Pk  kitarsection  of  Nor9iwost  31st  Straat  and 

Oakland  Paik  Boulevard. . . . . 

Abdul  2,090  feel  north  of  inlersection  of  Univar¬ 
sity  Drive  and  Northwest  SOth  Street . . 

Mapa  avallabla  for  Inspection  at  the  CMy  HaR. 
2000  City  HaR  Drive.  LaudethIR,  Florida 

Lazy  Lake  (vfliaga).  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7019) 

Atlantic  Ocaan/Intmcoastal  Waterway:  Within 
community..- - - - - 

Mapa  avallabla  tor  Inapaciton  at  the  VAaga 
Ctark'a  Homa  2240  Lazy  Lane.  Lazy  Lake. 
Florida 

Ughthouae  Point  (dty),  Broward  County 
(FEMA  Docket  Na  7019) 

Intracoastal  Waterway. 

At  inlerseclion  of  NE  34th  Court  and  NE  26th 

Avenue..- . - . . 

Just  east  of  NE  34lh  Seael  and  3lsi  Avenue . 

Mapa  avallabla  for  kiapaetkm  at  the  Oy  HaR. 
2200  NE  3eth  Street.  Lighthouse  Poim.  Florida 

City  of  Margate,  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7019) 

Pondrtg  from  ramfah: 

Just  east  of  intarsection  of  State  Road  7  and 

Atlantic  Boulevsrel . 

Just  aest  ol  nkerseebon  ol  Coconut  Creak 

Paritway  and  Slate  Road  7 - - - 

Maps  avsUabia  tor  kiapecfton  at  the  CMy  HsR. 
5790  Margate  Boulevard,  Margate,  Florida 


Miramar  (city),  Broward  County  (FEMA  Oeekat 
Na  7019) 

Atlantic  Ocean/lnlracoaslal  Waleiway: 

At  imarseclion  d  Southwest  38lh  Street  and 
SouMiweal  65lh  kuenua . 
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Shallow  flooding: 

At  intersection  of  Miramar  Parkway  and  West 

Island  Drivo . 

Maps  avallaMa  for  Inapectlon  at  the  City  Hall. 
6700  Miramar  Parkway,  Miramar,  Florida. 

North  Lauderdale  (city),  Broward  County 
(FEMA  Docket  No.  7019) 

Ponding  from  rainfall: 

About  1,400  feet  west  of  intersection  of  South¬ 
west  15th  Street  and  Southwest  68th  Way . 

At  intersection  of  Southwest  12th  Street  and 

Southwest  83rd  Avenue . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  701 
SW  71st  Avenue,  North  Lauderdale,  Florida. 

Oakland  Park  (cHy),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7019) 

Atlantic  Ocean/Irtdien  River:  At  intersection  of 

Decker  Road  and  Oakland  Park  Boulevard . 

PorxUng  from  rainfall:  JusI  south  of  intersection  oil 
West  Commercial  Boulevard  and  Northwest 

44th  Street . 

Mapa  avaHablo  tor  kispoctlon  at  the  City  Hall, 
3656  NE  12th  Avenue,  Oakland  Park,  Florfda 


City  ot  Parkland,  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  7019) 

Ponding  from  rainfall: 

Just  west  of  intersection  of  Holmberg  Road  and 

University  Drive . 

At  intersection  ot  Trotters  Lane  and  Northwest 

87th  Avenue . 

Mapa  available  for  Inapectlon  at  the  City  Hail, 
65(X>  Parkside  Drive,  Parkland,  Florida. 


Pembroke  Pines  (city),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7019) 

Ponding  from  rainfall: 

At  intersection  ol  Sheridan  Street  and  North 

77th  Avenue . 

At  irttersection  ol  Northwest  2nd  Street  and 

Northwest  76th  Avenue . 

Mapa  avallaMa  for  Inapectlon  at  the  City  HalL 
10100  Pines  Boulevard,  Pembroke  Pines,  Flori¬ 
da. 


Pembroke  Park  (town),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  7019) 

Atlantic  Ocean/ Intracoastal  Waterway:  At  inter¬ 
section  of  Hallandale  Beach  Boulevard  and 

Park  Road . 

Mapa  avallaMa  for  Inspection  at  the  Town  HaH, 
3150  SW  52nd  Avenue,  Pembroke  Park,  Flori¬ 
da. 

Ptarrtatlon  (city),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  7019) 

Ponding  from  rainfalt 

At  intersection  of  Southwest  54th  Avenue  and 

Southwest  3rd  Court . 

At  intersection  of  Commodore  Drive  and  North¬ 
west  3rd  Street . 

North  Fork  Canal  (.Canal  C- 12): 

Just  upstream  of  State  Road . 

About  0.96  mile  upstream  ol  Rorida  Turnpike . 

Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  City  Hall. 
400  NW  73rd  Avenue.  Plantation,  Florida. 


City  ol  Pompano  Beach,  Broward  Courtly 
(FEMA  Docket  7019) 

Shallow  flooding  from  Atlantic  Ocean: 

About  170  feet  east  of  intersection  ot  South¬ 
east  8th  Street  and  South  Ocean  Boulevard . 

About  250  feet  east  ol  intersection  of  South¬ 
east  Oth  Street  and  South  Ocean  Boulevard . 

About  325  feet  east  ol  intersection  ol  South¬ 
east  8th  Street  and  South  Ocean  Boulevard . 

Atlantic  Ocean/Intracoastal  Waterway: 

At  intersectioti  oi  Hibiscus  Avenue  and  South¬ 
east  13th  Street . 

About  500  feet  east  ol  intersection  ol  South¬ 
east  8th  Avenue  and  South  Ocean  Boulevard .. 


*6  Pompano  Canal: 

JusI  upstream  ol  Cypress  Road . 

‘7  About  0.67  mile  upstream  ol  16th  Avenue . 

Ponding  from  rainfall: 

At  intersection  ol  Southwest  1st  Court  and 

Cypress  Road . 

At  intersection  ol  Powerline  Road  and  North¬ 
west  15  th  Street . 

Cypress  Creek  Canal  (Cana!  C-  U): 

Just  upstream  of  Dixie  Highway . 

Just  downstream  ol  Florida  Tumpiko . . 

Maps  available  for  kiapsctlon  at  the  City  HaH, 
•  12  2700  W.  Atlantic  Boulevard,  Pompano  Beach, 

Florida. 


Sea  Ranch  Lakaa  (vIHaga),  Broward  County 
(FEMA  Docket  7019) 

Atlantic  Ocean/Intracoastal  Waterway: 

At  intersection  of  Cayaga  Lane  and  Saranac 

..  Road . 

°  About  600  feet  east  ol  intersection  of  Gate¬ 
house  Road  and  South  Ocean  Boulevard . 

Shallow  flooding  from  Atlanhc  Ocean: 

About  500  feet  east  ol  intersection  ol  Gate¬ 
house  Road  and  South  Ocean  Boulevard . 

About  400  feet  east  ol  Intersection  ol  (Gate¬ 
house  Road  and  South  Ocean  Boulevard . 

Maps  avallaMa  for  biapectlon  at  the  Village  HaH, 

1  (Gatehouse  Road.  Sea  Ranch  Lakes.  Florids. 

Sunrtaa  (city),  Broward  County  (FEMA  Deckel 
*’2  7019) 

Ponding  from  rainfall: 

Just  north  ol  intersection  of  North  Sunrise 

Lakes  Drive  and  West  Sunrise  Lake  Drive . 

Just  north  of  intersection  ol  Sunset  Strip  Boule¬ 
vard  arxl  Northwest  79th  Avenue . 

Middle  River  Canal  (Canal  C- 13): 

About  0.91  mile  downstream  ol  University  Drive... 

About  0.75  mile  upstream  ol  Nob  HHI  Ro^ . 

Mapa  avaHaMa  for  bwpaction  at  the  City  HaH, 
10770  W.  Oakland  Park  Boulevard.  Sunrise, 
Florida. 

'7  _ 

Tamarac  (city),  Broward  County  (FEMA  Oockal 
7019) 

Ponding  from  rainfall: 

At  intersection  of  19th  Terrace  and  Prospect 

Field  Road . 

At  intersection  ot  University  Drive  and  North¬ 
west  61st  Street . 

Maps  avaUaMa  (or  Inspection  at  the  Oty  HaH, 
•e  7525  NW  86th  Avenue.  Tamarac.  Florida. 

Wilton  Manors  (city),  Broward  County  (FEMA 
Docket  7019) 

Atlantic  Ocean  Within  community . 

Mapa  avallaMa  (or  Inspoctlon  at  the  CHy  HaH, 
U4  NE  21st  CourL  WUton  Manors.  Florida. 


Zaphyrhllta  (city),  Pasco  County  (FEMA  Docket 
No.  7032) 

Zephyr  Creek: 

,  About  1,600  feet  downstream  of  C  Avenue . 

*  About  4,250  feet  upstream  ol  Eighth  Avenue . 

Mapa  avaHaMa  for  biapectlon  at  the  Building 
Department.  CSty  HaH,  5225  8th  Street  Zephyr- 
Nls.  Florida. 


GEORGIA 

Athens  (city),  Clarka  County  (FEMA  Dockal  No. 
7032) 

Trail  Creek: 

tfX  At  mouth . 

JusI  downstream  ol  U.S.  Route  129 . 

02  Just  upstream  ol  U.S.  Route  129.  . 

About  0.38  mile  upstream  ol  U.S.  Route  129 . 

03  East  Fork  Trail  Creek: 

At  mouth . 

Just  downstream  ol  Athena  Drive 

•g  Just  upstream  ol  Athena  Drive . 

Just  downstream  of  Olympic  Drive 
*14  Just  upstream  ol  (Olympic  Drive  ... 
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*891 

•1022 

•1031 

*832 

*920 

*896 

*1006 

*943 

*908 

•toil 

*976 

*1048 

*984 

*924 

Juai  upatream  01  paddng  lot . . - . 

•1066 

About  1100  leet  upstream  ol  Morgan  Laka 

Slioal  Creek:  | 

*1072 

Road . - . . . . . 

*988 

•026 

NoomtoCnok: 

Tributary  to  Nubes  Creek 

Just  downstream  of  private  driveway  (about  | 

*887 

*921 

Juai  dournstroam  ol  Shallowtoid  Road . 

*902 

Just  downstream  of  Keheley  Drive . 

*935 

Just  upstream  ol  private  drkreway  (about  1500  | 

Juat  upstream  o(  Shalloaflyd  Rood 

•907 

Just  upstream  ol  Keheley  Drive . 

•947 

leet  upstream  ot  Hiram  Davis  Rosiif) . 1 

*873 

Juat  doumalraam  o(  New  Oaatam  Road . 

*914 

About  750  leet  downstream  ot  Keheley  Road . i 

*967 

Just  downstream  ol  Paper  Mill  Road . ! 

*900 

Juat  upstream  o(  New  Chaatam  Road . 

*920 

About  700  leet  downstream  ol  Keheley  Road . 

•900 

Bromotow  Creek  > 

*966 

*990 

*864 

Juai  upstream  ol  Roberta  Road 

*971 

Maps  available  far  Inspecllon  at  the  Develop- 

Just  downstream  ol  Steve  Reyrxilds  Boulevard....i 

*871 

Just  dowmatream  ol  CSX  R^oad . 

*1001 

ment  and  Inspection  Department  100  Cherokee 

Just  upstream  ol  Stave  Reynolds  Boulevard . ! 

•876 

*1017 

Street.  Mariana.  Georgia. 

*881 

Just  downsaeam  ol  New  Salem  Road . . . 

*1018 

*889 

UlOm  Hoondar  Otek- 

— 

Just  downstream  of  Weet  Lindall  Road . 

*893 

*908 

Gwinnetl  County  (wdncorporatad  areas) 

*903 

*929 

(FEMA  Docket  Na  7032) 

*918 

Juai  upstream  ol  BtacfcweN  Road  .. 

*934 

Ateeny  River 

Just  upstream  ol  Old  Norcross  Road . 

*927 

About  2000  leet  upstream  ol  Ubarty  Hill  Road . 

*1006 

About  2.1  mites  upstream  ol  State  Route  61 . . 

*780 

About  2100  leal  upetream  ot  Old  Norcroes 

Noo^dOf  Omk  Tdbutary  Mo  1: 

•ftKn 

*935 

Atarouth...  ._  _  __  . . 

*907 

,  *690 

A»  mouth _ _ _  _.  . . 

*924 

*899 

*943 

*905 

Just  upstream  ol  Piedreoal  Road . . . 

*946 

I  *1005 

*905 

*1096 

*910 

*1056 

*1042 

*918 

*1056 

*924 

Ataowebi  Oeak  Trtutary  No.  4: 

*1047 

Just  downstream  at  Buford  Highw^ 

*960 

*930 

*969 

*966 

Road . .  -  - 

Just  downstream  of  Norfolk  Southern  Railway . 

*979 

Juai  upstream  ol  Laurel  Laka  0am . 

*977 

Cedar  Creek 

Bromotow  Creek  Trbutary  No  1. 1: 

*979 

Atmouth...„ . . . . . 

*912 

*1002 

About  1350  feet  upstream  of  Appaloosa  Trace .... 

*936 

Juat  downstream  ol  U.S  Route  41 . 

**077 

*976 

SfteOey  Creek 

Noonday  Oeak  Tributary  No.  & 

1 

About  1150  feel  downstream  ^  CSX  railroad . 

*976 

At  mouth . . . 

*691 

At  aMxjlh .  . 

*943  i 

Just  downstream  ol  Old  Norcross  Road - 

*901 

Noonday  Creak  Ttbutary  No  7: 

1  1 

Just  downstream  of  Rogtess  Center  Avenue _ 

*996 

Lae  Daniel  Creak  Tributary  No  Z 

I  ‘(Hill 

Juai  downstream  of  ctam  about  550  feet  up- 

*973 

stream  ol  Intarstate  86 - - - 

>898 

Juat  upstream  ol  Big  Shanty  Road _ _ _ 

*900 

Just  downstream  ot  Winder  Highway 

*886 

Just  upstream  of  dam  about  550  iaat  upstream 

of  Interstate  65 . . . . - . 

*908 

*1018 

Just  downstream  ol  Oululh  Highway . 

*914 

RubeaOaek:  \ 

*1007 

*898 

*1008 

Juat  downstream  ol  Jamaraon  Road . . 

*910 

Ny  Creek  Tributary: 

Drive.  Lawrencevitle.  Georgia. 

Juat  upstream  ol  Jaroaraon  Road . 

*916 

*1040 

Just  downsaeam  ol  Downing  Street 

*997 

Just  upsaeam  ol  Downing  Street .. 

*1007 

*1057 

Kannaeaw  (dty),  Cobb  County  (FEMA  Docket 

Juat  rtown  stream  ol  Trtckum  Road . 

•1030 

Just  upstream  ol  privale  driveway  (about  3750 

No.  7020) 

Just  upstream  ol  Trickum  Road . 

*1038 

•^067 

Noonday  Creak 

*T038 

*972 

*1046 

*978 

About  2100  leet  upstream  ol  Access  Dnve . 

*1070 

*914 

Trickum  Creek- 

Just  downstream  ol  rubble  dam . . . 

*926 

Inspector’s  Office,  City  HaH.  2529  J.O.  StepherC 

Ai  mouth —  . . . . . 

*911 

son  Avmue.  Kennesaw,  Georgia. 

Just  dMmsIream  ol  Willow  Creek  Drive . 

*911 

Just  downstream  of  Settles  Bridge  Road . 

*945 

Just  upstream  ol  WWow  Creek  Drive . . . 

*917 

*952 

'  ' 

Just  downsaeam  ol  Stainhauar  Road . 

*964 

*1007 

iNBrietta  (dty),  Cobb  County  (FEMA  Docket  No. 

Just  upstream  ol  Steinhauer  Road 

*993 

7020) 

Just  downstream  ol  Pete  Shaw  Road 

*1060 

Trbuaary  to  Trickum  Creek 

*1024 

.1  ‘942 

At  mouth . . 

*934 

*988 

Just  downstream  ol  Stetohauer  Road . 

*934 

*997 

Juat  upstream  ol  Stainhauar  Road 

*936 

*1036 

*1006 

Just  downsaeam  ot  urmamad  road 

*940 

Juat  upstream  ol  unnamed  road... 

*951 

•1041 

Just  downstream  ol  Netharatock  Oilve . 

*964 

*1091 

*1051 

Just  upstream  ol  Netherstock  Drive 

*971 

*1097 

About  1.1  milae  upstream  ol  Natttarstock  Dnve 

*1116 

About  3800  feel  upstream  of  Pucketts  Min 

About  2DOD  feat  downstream  ot  BeUmeade 

Tate  Creek 

•1116 

*979 

*897 

•1003 

Just  downstream  ol  SCS  No.  17  Dam . _... 

*900 

*847 

Just  upsaeam  ot  SCS  No.  17  Dam . . . 

'943 

Just  downstream  of  Bells  Ferry  Road . 

*947 

*1056 

Just  uostream  ol  Befls  Ferry  Road . . . 

*963 

Juat  downstream  of  SCS  Earth  Dwn 

*928 

Noonday  Creak  Ttiutary  No  4: 

Just  downstream  at  krtt  dtirn  upsaeam  ol  Bells 

Juat  upstream  of  SCS  Earth  Dam.  . 

*947 

Feny  Road  . . . . . 

Just  upstream  ol  flrst  dam  upstream  ot  Bells 

*1045 

Ferry  Road  .  . . . 

*984 

*956 

Just  upstream  ol  second  dam  upstream  ol  Bens 

Juat  downstream  of  concrete  dam _ _ _ 

*1005 

Itapc  vifsItoWv  for  InopooUoo  st  tho  Public 
Worics  Departmont  City  Hatt.  205  Laurrance 

*903 

Street  Maiietta.  Georgia. 

Just  (townstream  of  Parkwood  OaM  Road . 

.1  *1006 

•1113 
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Otm—o  (city),  Henry  County  (FEHW  Ooekot 
NaTtMO) 

Geneseo  Creek: 

About  700  tMt  dotwnstiMfn  of  Bk  Street _ 

About  0.04  mite  ufwtreem  of  kiterelate  80 _ 

Mepe  eveOeble  lor  Inepectlon  et  ttie  Okf  Hel, 
101  South  Stale  Straei  Geneeeo,  Minoie. 


cove  (city),  PoNi  end  DeMae  Countlea  (FEMA 
DeetMt  No.  0000) 

Walnut  Creek: 

Just  upstream  of  73rd  Street . . . . . . 

Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  0..- . . . 

South  Walnut  Creek: 

At  mouth...- . . . . . . . - . 

Just  downstream  of  Clive  Lake  Dam _ _ 

Just  upstream  of  Clive  lake  Dam _ 

About  3000  feet  upstream  of  CHve  lake  Dam . 

North  Walnut  creek 

At  nwuth _ 

About  3050  feet  upstream  of  UnhersHy  Avenue... 
Mape  avaBaMa  for  tnapection  at  the  Building 
Department,  9289  Swanson  Boulevard,  COve, 
Iowa. 


Urbandale  (cily)k  PoOt  and  DoNaa  Comitlee 
(FEMA  Docket  No.  7039) 

North  Walnut  Creek 

Just  upstream  of  tliekman  Road . . - . . 

About  2300  feet  upstream  of  Northwest  tooth 

Street- _ _ _ - _ _ 

Beaver  Creek 

AboiA  0.8  mile  upstream  of  Chicago  arxl  North 

Western  railioad . . - _ _ _ _ 

About  1.9  mHes  upstream  of  Chicago  and  Nordi 

Western  railroad . . . . . . 

Walnut  Creek 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  6 _ 

About  7750  teet  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  8 _ 

Mape  avalable  for  Inspactlon  at  the  Cily  Engi¬ 
neers  Office.  3315  70th  Street.  Urbandale. 
Iowa 


Windsor  Heights  (cily)^  Polk  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7040) 

North  Walnut  Creek 

Just  upstream  of  University  Avenue _ _ 

Just  downstream  of  Hickrr^  Hoad . - . . 


Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  dry  HaH, 
1 133  66th  Street,  Windsor  Heighta  Iowa 


Buckfleid  (teen»  Oaford  Ceenly  (FEMA 
Doehsl  Na  TOM) 

Nezinacot  ftkmr 

Approximately  300  feet  dowrtstream  of  county 

boundary . . . . — 

At  the  confluence  of  the  East  and  West 

Branches  Nezinscol  RIvor - 

Beat  Branch  Neiinaeot  NIver 

At  confluence  with  Nezinscot  River. . . 

Approximately  tOO  feet  upstream  of  State 

Route  140 _ 

Weat  Branch  Nezinecot  River. 

At  the  conduence  mth  Nezirtscol  River _ 

Approxlmalsly  100  feel  upstream  of  the  up¬ 
stream  corporate  limits - 

Mips  svsiflbto  lof  hM|MCttoii  d  Municipil 
BuMing.  Buckfield,  Makia 

QreenvNIe  (Town),  Pfecataquie  Cmmly  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7039) 

Uoosehead  Lake: 

At  West  Cove  Point.- _ _ 

Mape  avaHebfe  for  btepectfoit  at  the  Town 
Office,  MInden  Street,  Graenvita  Maina 


Saltknore  County  (Unkicorporaled  Araaa) 
(FEMA  Docket  Na  7039) 

Gatj/ntta  Falla: 

Approximalely  20V  upstream  of  MoOarwugh 

Road _ 

Approximataty  50*  upstream  of  South  Ddfied 

Road _ 

Mape  available  for  Inapecllon  at  the  County 
Office  Building,  lit  W.  CheeapeMw  Avenua 
Floor  3,  room  315^  Towaon,  Maryland 


MASSACHUSETTS 


Qrafton  (Towi^,  Werceatar  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7023) 

Oulnsigamond  Rkrar 

At  Lake  Ripple  Dam _ _ _ _ _ 

Approximately  YOO  feet  dovmstroom  of  Worcee- 

ter  Street _ _ _ _ 

Axtell  Brook 

At  confluence  with  Lake  Ripple - 

Appoxknately  1,400  feet  upstream  of  CanoB 


I  Maps  available  tor  kiapacllon  at  the  Munictpal 
Center,  Town  Engineers  Office,  30  Providence 
*ffK)  I  Road,  Grafton,  Massachusetts. 

•174 
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Aitkin  County  (unkicorporeled  araaa)  ^EMA 
Docket  Na  7039) 

Nfaalaaipp/ River 

About  4.7  milee  downstream  of  cordkisnce  ol 

Sandy  River -  *1221 

About  10.0  miles  upstream  of  confluence  ol 

*322  Sandy  River . . . . . .  *1126 

Itap#  flviritaMs  Ipf  kupMlioii  M  AiPun 
*322  County  Courthouse,  Planning  and  Zoning  Office, 

Aitkin,  Mkmesota. 

*327  _ 

•322  Brownton  (city),  McLeod  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  TOM) 

*426  Buffalo  Creak 

About  3200  feet  downstream  ol  County  High¬ 
way  26. _ _ _  *1012 

About  1900  leal  upstream  ol  County  Highway 

25 - - - -  *1014 

Maps  avalable  for  iweper^rton  at  the  Ckg  HMI. 

629  2nd  Street  North,  Brownton,  Minnaaota 

Dayton  (city),  Hennepin  and  tflNgM  CounBea 
(FEMA  Dockat  Na  7039) 

CrevrRiver 

At  iikmOi _  *967 

About  1A4  miles  upstream  ol  moulh _  *969 

Mape  avalabfe  ker  Inopectlon  at  lie  City  Hal, 

(3ty  Mmemkeave  (Mce,  11260  South  Dia¬ 
mond  Lake  Road.  Dayton,  Mkmesota. 

Glencoe  (cky),  Mciaod  County  (FEMA  Docket 
NaTOM) 

BuOaloCreek 

About  1.19  mlsa  downskeam  of  Hennepin 

Avenue _  *966 

About  0.72  mile  upsiream  of  pedestrian  brktga —  *991 

Mape  evMlebfa  fer  Mapoctlen  at  tie  Oly  of 

Glencoe,  City  Admwistralve  OfOca  630  10th 
Street  E^  Glencoe,  Mirmesota. 

Oreanfleld  (city),  Nenoapki  County  (FEMA 
Dockat  Na  7039) 

doer  River 

About  ej)  mHes  downstream  of  Soo  Lina  Ral- 

road - 

About  0.45  mie  downstream  of  contluenoa  wlti 

North  and  South  Fork  Crow  Rivets - - 

South  Fork  Croat  River 

Just  upstream  of  eonluenea  v4fh  Oow  Rtver — 

About  2.06  miles  upstream  of  confkrence  with 

Crow  River  and  North  Fork  Crow  River -  *915 

Maps  eveleble  for  kiapecdon  at  6ie  CKy  of 
Greenfield,  Cky  Cferk^  Otilce,  6390  Town  Hal 
Drive,  Loretta  Minnesota 

Hopkkia  (clty)k  Hennepin  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7040) 

ktlnnehaha  Creek 

Just  downstream  at  County  Highway  73 - 

About  760  feet  upstream  of  County  Highway  73.. 

Mape  avalable  for  kwpaction  at  the  CMy  Hal, 

1010  First  StreeL  South,  Hopkkw,  Minnesota 


Hutchkwon  (dty),  McLeod  County  (FEMA 
Docket  NaTOM) 

Sbud)  Fork  Croat  River 

About  3650  feet  dovmetream  of  Stale  Highway 

Just  upsiream  of  Stale  Highway  22...- . - . . 

Just  upstroem  of  Burfwglow  Northern  Railroad  — 

About  3100  feel  upstream  of  School  Road - 

Mape  available  tor  bwpeciion  at  the  City  Engl- 
neer's  Office,  37  Washkiglon  Avenue  West 
Hutchinson,  Minnesota 
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Indapewdance  (city),  Uanwapitt  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7040) 

South  Fork  Crow  Riim: 

Within  oommunNy . . 

atraflaMi  for  kiapoction  at  the  City  Han. 
City  Ciaik't  Offloa,  1700  County  Road  00. 
Mipie  Plain,  Minneaota. 

Laatar  Prafeta  (city),  Hdaod  County  (FEMA 
Oocfcat  No.  7030) 

South  fork  Crow  fthrar 

Just  upstream  of  County  Highwray  9 . . — . 

About  2300  ieel  upstream  of  County  Highway  9 .. 
Mapa  awallabN  for  tnapactlow  at  the  City  Hall. 
City  Ctark's  Office,  Lester  Prairte,  Minnesota 
553S4. 

Mctdaod  County  (untncoiporatad  areas)  (FEMA 
Oockal  No.  7039) 

south  Fork  Oow /ikwr 

At  county  boundary . . 

Just  downstream  ot  County  Road  63 . 

About  3700  teat  downstream  ol  State  Highway 

22 . . . . . - . - . 

About  500  feet  upstream  of  Budington  Northern 

Railroad . . . 

Buffalo  Craak  tnaar  Cffy  of  Gtarwoe). 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  212 . 

About  4.37  milas  upstream  of  State  Highway 

261 - - - 

Buffalo  Cr^  ttraar  dfy  of  Browntort): 

About  3^  feet  upstream  of  County  Hj(^iway 


About  800  feat  upstream  of  confluertce  of  Lake 

Addie - - 

Mapa  auattabts  for  Inapactton  at  the  County 
Zutsng  Office,  McLeod  County  Courthouse.  630 
11th  Street  EasL  Glencoe,  Minnesota. 

MInnstonfca  (city),  Hannapin  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7040) 

Uinnahaha  Craak: 

ktxuk  3000  feat  downstream  of  County  High¬ 
way  73. . . 

Just  downstream  of  Burlington  Northern  Rail¬ 
road . - . . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  494  Ramp . 

Maps  auaflabfe  tor  ktepactton  at  the  Engineering 
OepartmerrL  14000  Minnetonka  Boulevard.  Min- 
nekxtka.  Minnesola. 

Rockford  (city),  Hennepin  and  tffrlgtM  Counties 
(FEMA  Docket  No.  7030) 

CrowRwar 

About  4000  feet  downstream  of  Bridge  Street..-.. 
About  4150  feet  upstream  of  Soo  Line  Railreed... 
Maps  avafleblr  for  bwpaction  at  the  City  Clerk's 
Office.  6031  Main  StreeL  Rockford,  Minnesota. 

Watertown  (city).  Carver  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7039) 

South  Fork  Crow  Rivar 

About  0.76  mile  downstream  of  footbridge . 

About  1.25  rrvles  upstream  of  Chicago  and 

Northwestern  Railroad . . 

Uapes  Craak: 

About  2500  feel  downstream  ot  County  High¬ 
way  10 . . . - . 

About  1500  feel  upstream  of  State  Highway  25 ... 
Maps  availabfe  for  Inapactlon  at  the  CNy  Hall. 
Office  ol  CNy  Planner,  309  Jefferson  Avenue. 
S  W..  Watertown,  Minnesota. 


Wright  County  (unincorporatad  areas)  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7039) 

Buffalo  Lake: 

Entire  shoret'ie . . . . 

Morin  Fork  Cr.rw  Bluer 

Just  upsiraaii  of  confluence  with  Crow  River . 

Just  upstrearr  ot  Old  State  Highway  6 . 


South  Fork  CTowmer 

Just  upstream  ot  confluence  with  Crow  River . 

At  confluence  of  Mapes  Creek  in  Carver  County.. 
Maps  avallabts  for  Inspaction  at  the  County 
Planning  &  Zoning  Of^,  Courthouse  Anrtex, 
Buffalo,  Minnesota 


Tupelo  (city),  Lae  County  (FEMA  Docket  No. 
7037) 

Town  Craak: 

Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  SouthraN 

Railroad . - . - . 

Approximately  .4  mile  upstream  of  U.S.  Route 

78 . . . 


Towrr  Craak  Thbutary  No.  1: 

Just  upstream  ol  Southrall  Railroad . 

Approximately  1,400  feet  upstream  ol  U.S. 
Route  78 . — . - . 


Maps  avaWalita  tor  Inspactten  at  the  Planning 
OepartmenL  117  Norlh  Broaiferay,  Tupelo,  Mis- 
gtssippl. 


Pagadala  (cRy),  St  Loulo  County  (FEMA 
Dockot  Na  7037) 

NortfiaasI  Branch  Bhrar  Das  Paras: 

At  Julian  Avenue- . 

At  upstream  corporate  limita . 

Engefhokn  Craak- 

At  dowrtstream  corporate  limits . 

Approximately  700  feet  upstream  of  St.  Charles 

Rock  Road.... . - . 

Maps  avaflabfe  tor  hwpoctlow  at  the  City  Half, 
1404  Ferguson  Avenue,  Pagedale,  Missouri. 


Ffethead  County  (untncorporatad  areas)  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7030) 

Ashler  Craak: 

Ap^ximatety  1,500  feet  upstream  ot  Cemetery 

Road . 

Approximatsly  100  feet  downstream  of  Airport 

Road . . . . 

Approximately  ISO  feet  upstream  of  Airport 

Road . - . 

Approximately  SOO  feet  upstream  of  Airport 

Road . . - . 

Approximately  1,150  feet  upstream  of  Begg 

Park  Orivo . . . - . 

Approximately  3,000  feet  upstream  of  Begg 

Park  Drive- . . . 

At  the  footbridge  w>proximalely  1,000  feet 

downstream  of  Sunriyside  Drive . 

Approximatsly  200  feet  upstream  of  Sunnyside 

Drive . . . . - . 

Approximately  3,000  feet  downstream  of  Foys 

Lake  Road . . . . . 

Approxsnalely  1,100  feet  downstream  ot  Foys 

Lake  Road.- . 

Approximately  SO  feet  downstream  of  Foys 

Lake  Road . - . - . 

Mapa  are  avaHabfe  tor  ravfew  at  the  Rathead 
County  Regional  Development  Office,  Court 
House  EasL  723  Fifth  Avenue  East  KaHspell. 
Montana. 


Fairbury  (dty),  Jefteraon  County  (FEMA 
Dockot  Na  7040) 

Lktia  Blue  Bhrer 

About  1.7  miles  downstream  ot  State  Highway 

15 . 

Just  downstream  of  Lea  Mill  Dam . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Lee  Mill  Dam . 

Just  downstream  of  Oklahoma,  Kansas.  Texas 

Railroad  (upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  136)  . . 

Maps  avaHablo  tor  bwpectlon  at  the  City  Hak, 
612  D  StreeL  Faxbury.  Nebraska. 


♦lopewall  (towncMp),  Cumbortand  County 
(FEMA  Dockot  Na  7039) 

Cohanser  Bluer 

At  Perry  Blew  Road  extended . 

At  upstream  corporate  kmils  (located  approxi¬ 
mately  0.5  mile  northeast  Ol  intersection  of 

Gilmore  Road  &  Dutch  Neck  Road).- . 

Mapa  avaHabfe  tor  Inspaction  at  the  Hopewell 
Township  Building.  590  Shiloh  Pike,  Bridgeton, 
New  Jar^. 

Lawrence  (townaMp),  Cumberland  County 
(FEMA  Dockot  Na  7039) 

Delaware  Bay  Entire  shoreline  within  commu¬ 
nity . — . - . 

Mapa  avaflabfe  tor  kiapoction  at  67  South  Main 
StreeL  CedarviHe,  New  Jersey. 

Poquarmock  (township),  Monte  County  (FEMA 
Dockot  Na  7040) 

East  Ditch: 

Approximately  900  feet  upstream  of  Sunset 

Road . . . - . j 

Approximately  150  feet  downstream  of  Moun-  j 

tain  Avenue . - . 

Northerrt  Tributary: 

Approximately  575  feet  upstream  of  confluence 

*506  with  East  Ditch . -... 

*541  Approximately  130  feet  upstream  of  Mountain 

View  Rood . - . 

*516  Southern  Tributary: 

At  confluence  with  Northern  Tributary . 

♦CIO  Approximately  0.4  mile  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Norths  Tributary . - . 

Western  Tributary 

Approximatsly  250  feet  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Souths  Tributary.- . - . 

Approximately  0.3  mile  upstream  of  corifluence 

with  South^  Tributary . - . - . 

Maps  avallabto  tor  kiapoction  at  the  Planning 
and  Zoning  DepartmenL  530  Newark  Pompton 
Turnpike,  Pompton  Plains,  New  Jersey. 


Stmfend  Park  (cRy),  Dona  Ana  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7039) 

Unnanrert  Pond  Area  located  between  State 
Route  273  and  the  Rio  Grande  River  (in  the 

Anapra  subdivision) . . . 

Maps  available  tor  Inspection  at  the  County 
Courthouse,  180  West  Amador,  Las  Cruces, 
New  Mexico. 


Alton  (village),  Chenango  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7040) 

Susqueharma  Bluer 

Approximately  600  feet  upstream  ot  down¬ 
stream  corporate  limits . 

Approximately  700  feet  downstream  ot  tfte  up¬ 
stream  corporate  limits . - . 

Maps  avallabis  tor  Inspaction  at  the  Alton  Vil¬ 
lage  Clerk's  Office,  105107  Main  StreeL  Alton, 
New  York. 

Big  Flats  (town),  Cheniung  County  (FEMA 
Dockot  Na  7039) 

Owen  Hollow  Creek  Diuarstrxt  Channel: 
Approximately  1,450  feet  upstream  of  conflu¬ 
ence  with  Gardner  Creek . . . . . 

Approxiniately  1,950  feet  upstream  of  State 

Route  t7 . 

Owen  Hollow  Creak 

Confluence  with  Gardner  Crsc- . 

Approximately  1,550  feet  downstream  of  Chest¬ 
nut  Street . . . - . 

Gardner  Creek: 

Approximately  1,650  feet  upstieam  of  canflu- 

erice  with  Chemung  River . 

At  State  Route  17 . . .  . . 
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Map#  avataMa  (or  InapacMow  at  lha  Office  o( 
the  Building  (nspector.  Totwn  Han,  476  Maple 
Street,  B^i  Flats,  New  York. 

Greece  (toem),  Monroa  Cetarty  (FEMA  Docket 
N0.7V1P) 

Stater  Creek 

Upstream  side  of  Lake  Ontario  State  Parkway-... 
Approximatefy  1,000  feet  upstream  of  Mount 

Rea  Boulevard . . . . . . . . . . 

Round  Porxi  Creek 

At  upstream  side  of  Straub  Road _ 

At  confkjenoe  of  East  Brandt  Round  Pond 

Creek . . . . . . 

Approximately  S  mile  upstream  of  Long  Pond 

Road _ _ _ 

East  BratKh  Round  Pond  Creek: 

At  confluence  wWt  Round  Pond  Creek _ 

Approximateiy  0.5  mile  upstream  of  Long  Pond 

Road . . . . . . . . . . . 

Larkin  Creek: 

At  confluence  of  East  Branch  Larkin  Creek _ 

At  Monitou  Road _ _ 

Mapa  available  for  fnapaclkm  at  the  Town  Han. 
Town  Engineer's  Office,  2606  West  Ridge 
Road,  Rochester,  New  York. 

fhaley  (town).  Ulstor  County  (FEMA  Docket 
No.  7039) 

Engkshmarts  Creek 

Approximaloly  Oi  mile  downstream  of  County 

Route  29A _ _ 

At  the  confluence  at  Tributaries  7  4  2 _ 

Tnbutaryi: 

At  confluence  with  Englishmans  Creek _ 

Approximolaiy  0.4  mile  upakeam  of  confluenoe 

of  Tributary  2A _ _ _ _ _ 

TrkutaryS: 

At  the  confluence  wtth  Engkahmaits  Creek. _ 

Approximately  0.6  mile  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Engkahmana  Creek _ 

TritutaryD: 

At  confkjsnce  with  Englishmans  Creek. _ 

Approximately  1.7  mllas  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Engliahmana  Creak _ 

ThbutaryZA- 

At  the  confluence  wNh  Tributwy  2 _ 

Approximalely  1,710  laat  upstream  el  conflu- 

anca  with  Tributary  2 _ 

rnbutary  7!- 

At  the  confluence  wflh  Engllshmano  Creek. _ 

Approximalely  1.2  milea  upstream  of  the  conflu- 

onca  with  Englishmans  Creek . . . . . 

Preymaker  Brook 

At  the  confluence  wflh  Englishmans  Creak _ 

Approximately  200  leal  upakeam  ol  Stela 

Route  28A . — . - . . . 

Tributary  $: 

Al  the  confluence  with  Preymaker  Brook _ 

Approximately  1.6  mfles  upekeam  of  confluanoa 

with  Prevmaker  Brook . . . . 

SlorryOeak- 

At  the  downstream  corporate  imits. _ _ 

Approximataly  0.6  mla  upekeam  of  the  conflu- 

enca  vrith  Tributary  10 . . . . . 

Tributary  10: 

At  the  eonikjanca  with  Stony  Creak _ 

Approximaisly  1.2  mflas  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Stony  Creak..- _ _ 

Tributary  11: 

Approximately  14  miles  downstream  of  County 

noutabk _ _ _ 

Approximaisly  0.3  nale  upakeam  ei  County 
Route  8A _ 


Town  Hal,  637  Lucas 
York. 


eclien  at  the  Hurtay 
Airanua.  Hurtay,  New 


Mattfcto  (town),  tbianrligi  Cotaify  (FEMA 
Oacliat  No.  7M6) 

Utriaatorm  Oaak 

Approximataty  4  mla  upakeam  of  Stale  Route 

m _  .  _ 

JuN  dwxnskeam  of  Stale  Route  53. _ 


Source  of  floodingand  location 


Butternut  Creek 

At  confluence  with  Limestone  Creek _ J 

Approximataly  250  feel  downskeam  of  Meyers 

Road.- . . . - . . . 

Chittenengo  Creek 

Approxinwtely  100  feet  downstream  of  down- 

skeam  corporate  limits..- _ _ _ _ 

Al  downstream  corporate  Kmils _ 

Mapa  avallabla  for  Inspacttew  at  the  Planning 
and  Zoning  Department  Town  Han  of  Manlius. 
301  Brooklea  Drive,  Fayetteville,  New  York. 


Plttaford  (town),  Monroe  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7032) 

East  Branch  Atten  Creek 
Approximately  100  feet  upekeam  ol  Stale 

Route  253 _ 

Approximetely  60  feat  upekeam  of  Interstate 

Route  90  (westbound) _ 

Tributary  No.  1  to  East  Branch  Atten  Creek 

Al  confluence  with  East  Branch  Allen  Credi _ 

At  County  Route  37 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Tributary  No.  2  to  East  Branch  Alien  Creek 

At  confluence  with  East  Branch  Allen  Creek _ 

At  downskeam  side  of  Willard  Road... _ _ 

West  Brook 

Approximately  335  feat  downskeam  of  CON- 

RAM.  _ 

Approximately  .75  mMa  upstream  of  County 
Route  37 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Maps  avaflsMe  (or  Inspoctlon  at  the  Pittslord 
Town  HaV.  11  South  Main  Street  Pittsford,  New 
York. 

Rutland  (town),  Jaffsrson  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7039) 

Stsctr  RNer 

At  downskeam  corporate  limits 
At  upstream  corporate  KmilS-.— 

Boynton  Creek 

Approximately  0.75  mile  downstream  of  Mud 

Rock  Road _ 

Approximately  0.53  mile  upstream  of  County 

Route  161 _ _ _ 

Churchik  Creek 

Approximately  130  fast  (.024  mile)  downstrawn 

of  Sandy  Creek  Road _ 

Approximalely  040  mlla  upstream  of  Stata 

Route  12 . .  . 

Fetts  UNs  Creek 

At  confluence  wtth  Black  River _ _ 

Approximstely  130  feel  (.024  mile)  upstream  of 

Staplin  Roait _ 

Freenran  Oeek 

Approximately  0.44  mila  downstream  of  Hitch¬ 
cock  Road _ _ _ 

Approximalely  0.39  mila  itpalraam  at  Archer 

Road._ . . . — . . . . 

North  Branch  Sandy  Creek 
Approximetely  041  mMo  downstream  of  Middle 

Road _ _ _ _ 

Approximalely  425  feet  upstream  of  confluence 

of  Staplin  Creek . . 

Rutland  Hokom  Creek 

Approximately  145  miles  Oarandseant  of  Rut¬ 
land  Hollow  Creak _ 

Approximately  0.9  mile  upstream  of  Andrews 

Road _ _ _ 

Stapkn  Creek 

Al  confluence  with  North  Branch  Sandy  Oeek.— 
Approximalely  115  leal  upstream  of  Staplin 

Road _ _ _  _ 

Mapa  avaflabta  tar  inspseWait  at  lha  Totwi 
dark's  Offica.  116  South  Main  Street.  Black 
River,  New  York. 

■augsmas  (town),  Ulster  County  (FEMA 
OodMt  Ito.  7tM0) 

Kata  YaegarKm: 

Approximataly  0.40  mila  upakeam  of  Brady 

Road _ _ 

Approximately  045  trkta  upstream  of  Brady 
Road _ _ U 


Source  of  flooding  and  location 


Mapa  avaflaMo  for  bwpoctlon  at  the  Saugerties 
Town  Hall,  Building  Inspector's  Office,  310  Main 
Skeet  Saugerties.  New  York. 

Schuyler  Fafla  (town),  Clinton  County  (FEMA 
Dockot  Na  7037) 

Salmon  Rtver 

Approximeteiy  50  feel  downstream  of  the  down¬ 
stream  corporate  limits . . 

Al  upstream  corporate  Smits....- . . 

Saranac  Rluer 

Approxxnately  0  5  mile  downstream  of  Old  Mili¬ 
tary  Turnpike . . . 

Al  upstream  corporate  limits.— . - . . 

Maps  avaflabta  for  kiapactlon  at  the  Town  Hafl. 
Mason  Street.  Schuytar  FaNs.  Morriaonville. 
New  York. 

West  Seneca  (townX  Erie  County  (FEMA 
Dochat  Na  7016) 

Buffalo  Rmar; 

At  the  downskeam  eorporata  Imits _ 

At  confluence  at  BuNalo  Creek  and  Cayuga 


NORTH  CAROUNA 


Graham  (dty),  Afamanca  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7039) 

Big  Alamance  Creek 

About  3650  feet  downstream  at  Stata  Highway 

87 _ _ _ 

Just  upekeam  of  State  Highway  2309- . 

Mope  avaflshli  (or  bwpacilon  at  the  dty  Ha*. 
Planning  Department,  Attention  Mr.  Davy  MMch- 
efl,  201  South  Mam  Skeet,  Graham,  North 
Carolina. 

Roanoke  RapWs  (city),  Nallfaa  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7039) 

Roanoke  RNer 

AboiA  1800  feel  downstream  of  Interstals  95 . 

Just  downstream  of  dam . . - . 

Maps  avsflabis  for  Inspoctlon  at  the  CHy  of 
Roanoke  Rapids  Planning  Department.  Roa¬ 
noke  Rapkte,  North  CoroKna  Attention  Mr. 
diaries  B.  Archer. 


Wflkea  County  (uninceipotatad  areas)  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7039) 

Yadkin  Rivar 

About  2000  feel  upstream  of  State  Rood  116. _ 

About  1.05  milas  upstream  of  Wflkssboni  Bou- 


Aboul  950  feet  upskeem  of  State  Road  1143 _ 

Mapa  avaBaOla  tor  Mapsotlan  at  the  County 
Atetiiniskalwa  Bunding,  County  Planners  Office, 
wnkesbota  Notto  Ooroina 
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Source  of  flooding  and  feeaUon 


Source  of  flooiSng  and  location 


Oklahoma  City  (city),  Canadtan,  Cfeveland, 
Oklahoma,  McClain,  and  Pottawatomie  Coun- 
tiaa  (FEMA  Ooekat  Noa.  7034  and  7030) 
West  Bmnch  Hanison  Creek  TriyutaryZ 
Apprommately  ZTS  feet  downstream  of  Two 

Bridge  Drive . . 

ApproKimataly  1,650  feet  upstream  of  Tall 

Trees  Way . . 

Ct^shotm  Creek: 

Approximately  400  feet  upstream  of  Northwest 

150th  Street . . . 

Approximately  0.78  mHe  upstream  of  Northwest 

ISOth  Street . . . . 

Deep  Fork  Trktutaty  f7^ 

Approximataly  250  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  77 . . 

Approximately  0.48  mMe  upstream  of  Northwest 
7lsl  Street . . 


Maps  avallahta  for  tnapecUon  at  the  City  HaH, 
200  North  Walker,  Oklahoma  Qty.  OkMioma. 

Washington  County  (unincorporated  areas) 
(FEMA  Dockat  No.  7038) 

Rce  Oeek 

Approxtmalely  06  mile  upstream  of  U.S.  Route 

Approxxnately  50  feet  downstream  of  the  most 

upstream  corporate  limits . . 

Maps  avalaMa  lor  Inapactlon  at  the  Washington 
County  Courthouse.  420  South  Johnstone, 
Room  108,  BarOesvilte,  Oklahoma 

PENNSYLVANIA 


AmMor  (borough),  Montgomery  County  (FEMA 
OocfcalNo.  7037) 

Rose  Valley  Creek: 

At  downstream  corporate  limits . 

At  upstream  corporate  limits: . 

Tannery  Ruit 

At  downstream  corporate  limits: . . . 

^sproxlmalely  100  feet  downstream  of  up¬ 
stream  corporate  Smits . . 

Maps  avaUaMe  lor  Inapaetlew  at  the  Borough 
Building.  31  East  Butler.  Ambler.  Pennsylvania. 

Bristol  (township),  Bucks  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7040) 

Croydon  Run: 

Upstream  atda  of  Main  Avenue  and  4th  Street . 

At  downstream  side  of  Dixon  Avenue . 


Maps  available  lor  Inapactlon  at  t7<e  Planning 
and  Zoning  Department,  Bristol  Township 
Office.  2501  Oxford  VaH^  Drive.  Levittown, 
Pennsylvania. 


Oreene  (township),  FranMIn  County  (FEMA 
Dockat  No.  7039} 

Conococtreague  Creek: 

At  the  upstream  side  of  Mourn  Peasant  Road 

(LR.  28019) . . . . 

Approximately  150  feet  downstream  of  Black 

Gap  Road  (State  Route  997). . . 

Maps  avaBaMa  for  ktapacUon  at  the  Township 
Building.  1145  Qarver  Lana.  Scotland.  Permsyl- 
vania. 


Monroa  (borough),  Bradford  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7039) 

Towanda  Creek 

Approximataly  60  mile  downstream  of  U.S. 

Route  220  (Bridge  Street) . . . . 

Approximately  1225  feet  upstream  of  Ihs  up¬ 
stream  corporate  kmlla _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Maps  avanabli  for  bwpaetton  at  the  Borough 
Mall,  Church  Street  Monroeton,  Pennsylvania. 


State  College  (borough).  Centre  County  (FEMA 
Dockat  Na  7037) 

Slab  Cabin  Run: 

Downstream  corporate  limfts . 

Upstream  corporate  limits . . 

Maps  available  for  kiapectlon  at  the  Borough 
BuHding.  118  South  Frazier.  State  Collega. 
Parvisyfvania. 


Lenoir  Ctty  (cHy),  Loudon  County  (FEMA 
Dockat  Na  7039) 

Tennessee  River 

About  t.1  miles  downstream  of  confluence  of 

Tovm  Creek . . . 

Just  downstream  of  Fort  Loudon  Dam . . . 

About  0.6  mile  upstream  of  Fort  Loudon  Dam . 

Uuddy  Creek 

At  mouth . . . . - . 

About  0.5  mile  downstream  of  U.S.  Route  95 . 

Town  Oosk.- 

At  mouth . - . . 

Just  downstream  of  McGhee  Boutevard . 

Just  upstream  of  McGhee  Boulevard . . . 

About  BOO  feet  i^stream  of  Shaw  Ferry  Road...-J 
Mww  available  for  Inapactlon  at  the  City  Han. 
600  East  Broadway.  Lenoir  City,  Tennessee. 


Loudon  County  (unincotporated  areas),  (FEMA 
Dockat  Na  7039) 

Tennessee  River 

At  county  boundary . . . 

Just  dOMmstream  of  Fort  Loudon  Darr 
Just  upstream  of  Fort  Loudon  Dam.... 

Uuddy  Creek 

At  mouth . . . . . 

About  3,000  feet  downstream  of  Lakeview 

Road . - . 

Sweetwater  Creek 

At  mouth . . . . . 

About  420  feet  upstream  of  River  Road . 

IMe  Tennessee  River 

At  mouth . . . . 

Just  downstream  of  Fort  Loudon  Dam 
Just  t4>stream  of  Fort  Loudon  Dam ... 

Maps  avallabla  ter  kiapectlon  at  the  Loudon 
County  Courthousa  Loudorv  Tennessee. 


Baitonvtila  (town),  Danlon  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7039) 

Whites  Brarreh: 

At  dovmstieam  corporate  limits  . . 

At  upstream  corporate  fcmits . 

Stream  WB-t: 

At  downsbeam  oorporaM  limits . . 

Approximataly  3250'  upstream  of  Jeter  Road . 

Maps  airallabta  for  biapoctlon  at  the  Town  HaH. 
1941  East  Jeter  Road.  Bartonville,  Texas. 


Brazos  County  (Unincorporated  Araaa)  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7034) 

Navasota  River 

At  confluence  with  Brazos  River . . 

At  Stete  Route  OSR . . . . . 

WiiQiaan  Chaeib- 

Approximataly  28  miles  downstream  of  Elmo 

Wheedan  Road . . . . 

Approximately  800  feet  upstream  of  Oilly  Shaw 


Uttte  Wkkson  Creek 

At  confluence  wMh  WIckaon  Creek . . 

Approximately  0.72  nvle  upalream  of  Oilly  Shaw 


atathm  Creak 

At  confluence  with  Wickson  Creek . 

Approximataly  0.76  mile  u(Mteam  of  U.S.  Route 


UckCreek 

At  confluanoe  with  the  Navasota  River 


Approximately  0.59  mHe  downstream  of  State 

Route  6 . . . - . . . 

Akim  Creek 

Approximately  0.7  mile  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Lick  Creek..- . — . — . . 

Approximately  150  feet  upstream  of  State 

Route  6.- . 

Stream  AC-t: 

At  confluence  with  Alum  Creek . . . 

Approximately  1.2  mHas  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Alum  Creek . . . . . 

Carters  Creek 

At  confluence  with  the  Navasota  River . 

At  downstream  side  of  U6.  Route  190/State 

Route  21 _ _ _ _ 

Carters  Creek  TrAutaryB: 

Approximataly  04  mile  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Carters  Creek _ _ 

Approximately  500  feet  downstream  of  State 

Route  6  Bypass....- . . . 

Cottonwood  Branch: 

At  confluence  with  Still  Creek . . . 

At  City  of  Bryan  corporate  limits . . 

South  of  Cottonwood  Branch: 

At  confluence  with  Cottonwood  Branch. . 

Approximately  32  mHes  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Cottoriwood  Branch . . 

SbK  Creek 

At  confluence  with  Thompsons  Creek . 

At  the  confluence  at  West  Fork  Still  Creek . 

West  Fork  Sm  Creek 

At  confluence  with  Stilt  Creek...... . . . . 

Approximatefy  50  feet  downstream  of  Southern 

Pacific  Railroad . . . 

Turkey  Creek 

Ap^ximately  350  feat  downstream  of  Lorxlon 

Bridge  County  Road . . 

Approximately  0.4  mile  downstream  of  Villa 

Marla  Hoad . . . 

Thompsons  Creek 

Approximately  022  mHe  downstream  of  Silver 

Hi*  Road _ _ _ - . . 

Approximately  064  mHe  upstream  of  U.S.  Route 

190 . - . . - . - . 

Thompsons  Branch: 

At  confluence  with  Thompsons  Creek . . 

Approximately  0.02  mHe  upstream  of  Rabbit 

Lane  . . . . — . . . 

Bee  Creek  Tnbutaty  B: 

At  northern  corporate  limits  along  unnamed 

Iributaiy  to  Bee  Creek  Tributary  B . 

Maps  avallabfa  for  kiapectlon  at  the  County 
Courthouse.  300  East  26th  Street  Bryan, 
Texas.  j 

Corpus  ChrlstI  (ctty),  Nuecas  and  Klaburg 
Counttea  (FEMA  Docket  Na  703^ 

Gulf  of  Mexica- 

West  of  Leeward  Drive.- . . . 

Eastern  Mustang  Island  shoreline  southeast  of 

Coyote  Island..- . 

Laguna  Madre: 

WUsons  Cut . 

Park  Road  No.  22  approximatsly  2200  feet 

aouth  of  Commodores  Drive . 

Corpus  Christi  Bay: 

Mustang  laland  western  shoreline  approximately 

9,000  feet  south  of  Coyote  Island - - - 

Approximately  3,000  feet  northwest  of  Peione 
Island . - . . . 

Maps  anraflaMa  for  Inapactlon  at  the  Corpus 
Christi  City  HaH,  1201  Leopard.  Corpus  Cfuistt 
Texas. 


*298  Qalveston  County  (Unkieorporated  Areas) 
(FEMA  Docket  No.  7032) 

*284  GuHofk4edce: 

Approximatsly  500  feet  north  of  bridge  on  701 

*315  Sheet  cro«dno  Horseshoe  Lake . . - . 

Bob's  Road  approxtanataly  1,000  feet  Bayward 

*261  of  Routs  87 _ _ _ -*. . . 

GuH  Shore  Drive  approximately  ISO  feet  sea- 

*293  ward  of  and  of  road - - - . . . . 

Atlantic  ahoraline  at  kitarsectlon  of  Routes  87 
*205  and  124 _ _ _ _ 
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Source  o<  flooding  and  location 


Mapa  available  tor  Inapactlon  at  the  County 
Courthouse,  722  Moody,  Galveston,  Texas. 

Pato  Pinto  County  (Untncorporatad  Araaa) 
(FEMA  Docket  Na  7039) 

Bnaos  River 

At  dorvnstream  county  boundary . 

Approximately  2.7  milea  upstream  oi  dowrv 

stream  county  boundary . 

Mapa  avaOabla  tor  biapacllon  at  the  Public 
Works  OepartmerrI,  across  from  Courthouse, 
Palo  Pinto,  Texas. 


fOepth 
in  feel 
above 
ground 
^Eleva¬ 
tion  In 
feet 

(NGVD) 


•768 

•773 


Pteak  (vKlaga),  Fort  Bond  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7040) 

Coon  Oeek: 

Approximately  100  feel  downstream  of  Band 

Road . 

Approximately  0.24  mile  upstream  ol  upstream 

corporate  limits . . . 

Maps  available  tor  Inapactlon  at  the  Pleak  Vil¬ 
lage  Hall.  6621  FM  2218,  Richmond  Texas. 


Taxartuma  (dty),  Bowla  County  (FEMA  Docket 
No.  7034) 

HowardCreek: 

Approximately  2  mile  upstream  ol  Buchanan 

Road . . . - . - . . . 

At  upstream  corporate  limits . . . 

Wagner  Oeek 

At  the  confluence  with  Days  Creek . 

Approximately  .35  mile  upstream  corporate 

limits . 

South  WafpterOeek 

At  confluence  with  Wagner  Creek . . 

At  upstream  side  ol  U.S.  Route  67 . 

ICowAom  Oseilr  Weat  Tributary: 

At  the  confluence  with  Cowfiom  Creek . 

Approximately  700  feel  upstream  ol  Interstate 

Route  30 . 

\Swampoodle  Creek 

At  confluence  with  Days  and  Nix  Oeeks . 

Approximately  700  feet  upstream  of  West  40th.... 
Srnampoodte  Creek  East  Tributtrf. 

Approximately  500  feel  upstream  ol  confluence 

with  Swampoodle  Creek . 

Approximately  80  feet  upstream  of  Pine  Street..... 
Noname  Oeek 

Approximately  700  feel  downstream  ol  Forrest 

Lake  Drive . . . . . 

Approximately  .65  mile  upstream  ot  Fonest 

Lake  Drive . . 

Comtxm  Oeek 

At  conftuerx^  with  Wagner  Creek . 

Approximately  .70  mile  upstream  ot  Interstate 

Route  30 . 

Days  Oeek 

Approximately  .2  mile  downstream  ot  down¬ 
stream  corporate  limits . 

At  the  confkienca  ot  Nix  Creek  and  Swampoo¬ 
dle  Creek . 

Nix  Oeek 

At  the  confluence  with  Days  and  Swampoodle 

Creeks . 

Approximately  80  feet  upstream  ol  confluence 

with  Days  and  Swampoodle . 

Stream  WC-Z 

Approximately  850  feet  downstream  of  Inde¬ 
pendence  Circle . 

At  Concord  Place . 

dear  Oeek: 

Approximately  .39  mile  downstream  ol  Skyline 

Drive . 

Approximately  75  feet  upstream  ol  Skyline  Drive 
Mapa  available  tor  Inapaetlon  at  the  (3ty  Hall, 
3rd  &  Texas  Boulevard,  Texarkana,  Texas. 


VERMONT 


Concord  (tovm),  Essex  County  (FEMA  Docket 
Na7040) 

Moose  RNer 

At  downstream  corporate  limits . 

At  Victory  Road . - . . . 


•271 

•301 

•265 

•300 

•274 

•307 

•315 

•330 

•275 

•332 

•311 

•320 

•276 

•292 

•281 

•340 

•273 

•275 

•276 

•276 

•323 

•332 


•320 

•331 


•807 

’1,006 


Source  ot  floodng  and  location 


#Depth 
in  feet 
above 
ground 
*Eleva- 
bon  in 
feel 

(NGVD) 


Mapa  avaUabla  tor  Inspection  at  the  Concord 
Town  Office,  Main  Street  Concord  Vermont 
05824. 


VIRGINU 


Broadway  (town),  Rockingham  County  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7039) 

UnvUie  Creek 

Approximately  300  feet  downstream  of  the  Lee 

Street  Brid^ . 

At  State  Route  1415 . 

Maps  available  tor  Inapoctlon  at  the  Town  Halt 
116  Broadway  Avenue,  Broadway,  Virginia 

Chesterflekt  County  (Unincorporated  Areas) 
(FEMA  Docket  No.  7039) 

RecNrater  Creek: 

At  CSX  Transportation  rail  spur . 

Approximately  775'  downstream  of  Osborne 

Road . - . 

Mapa  available  tor  biapaction  at  the  Chester¬ 
field  County  Environmental  Engineering  Depart- 


•1,034 

•1,048 


Elkton  (town),  (Rockingham  County)  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7039) 

Elk  Run: 

Approximately  660*  downstream  of  Fifth  Street .... 
Apfxoximately  0.5  mile  upstream  of  U.S.  Route 

340 . . . 

South  Fork  Shenandoah  RNer 
Approximately  100'  downstream  of  U.S.  Route 

33 . . . 

Approximately  100'  upstream  of  corporate  limits.. 
Mapa  aveWable  tor  Inapectlon  at  the  Town  HaR, 
173  West  Spotswood  Avenue,  Elkton,  Virgirsa 


•956 

’1,002 

•952 

•961 


Rockingham  County  (unincorporated  areas) 
(FEMA  Docket  Na  7039) 

Elk  Run: 

Approximately  200  feet  upstream  of  Stuart 

Avenue . . . 

At  the  confluence  of  Wolf  Run . 

Lmvike  Oeek 

Approximately  500  feet  downstream  ot  State 

Route  1416 . 

Approximately  95  feet  upstream  ol  State  Route 

1416 . . 

West  Swift  Run: 

At  confluence  with  Elk  Run.... . . 

Approximately  70  feet  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Elk  Run . 

Wolf  Run- 

At  confluence  with  Elk  Run . 

Approximately  15  feet  upstream  of  confluence 

with  Elk  Run . 

Maps  available  tor  toapacUon  at  the  Rocking¬ 
ham  County  Administration  Building,  P.O.  Box 
1252,  Harrisonburg,  Virginia 


•981 

•1,094 

•1,048 

•1,051 

•1,068 

•1,068 

•1,094 

•1,094 


Smyth  County  (unlfworporated  areas)  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7037) 

Nicks  Oeek 

Approximately  80  feet  upstream  ol  confluence 

with  Middle  Fork  of  Houlston  River . 

Approximately  2,080  feet  upstream  ol  State 

Route  622 . - . 

Mapa  available  tor  Inapectlon  at  the  Smyth 
(bounty  Buikkng  Inspect  DepartmenL  Sm^ 
County  Courthouse,  Marion,  Virginia 


WASHINGTON 


Lynnwood  (dty),  SnohomWi  County  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7039) 

Scriber  Creek 

Just  upstream  ot  44th  Avenue  West . 

Just  upstream  ol  interstate  5 . . 

Approximately  50  feet  downstream  ot  196th 

Street  Southwest . 

Approximately  1,000  feet  upstream  ot  196th 
Street  Southwest . 


•2,276 

•2,377 


•326 

•333 

•338 

•343 


Source  of  flooding  arxl  location 


Mapa  are  available  tor  review  at  the  Public 
Works  Department  19100  44th  Avenue  West 
Lynnwood,  Washmgtoa 


WEST  VIRGINIA 


Lewis  County  (Untncorporated  Areas)  (FEMA 
Docket  No.  7039) 

West  Fork  RNer 

Approximately  1.5  miles  downstream  ol  Light- 

bum  Road . 

Approximately  .9  mile  upstream  ol  U.S.  Route 

79 . 

f‘olk  Oeek 

Approximately  330  feet  upstream  of  U.S. 

Routes  33  A  19 . 

Approximately  1,000  feel  upstream  ol  Kuntz 
Avenue . 


I)  Depth 
in  feet 
above 
ground. 
*Eleva- 
tion  in 
feet 
(NGVD) 


Maps  available  tor  Inspection  at  the  Lewis 
County  Courthouse,  Weston,  West  Virginia 

Ohio  County  (unkicorporsted  areas)  (FEMA 
Docket  Na  7039) 

Wheeiirtg  Oeek 

Downstream  City  ot  Wheeling  corporate  limits . 

Upstream  City  ol  Wheeling  corporate  limits . 

iitde  Wheeling  Creek 

Downstream  at  the  City  of  Wheeling  corporate 

limits . — . - . 

L'pstream  at  the  Town  of  Triadelphia  corporate 

limits . - . - . 

Middle  Wheeling  Oeek 

Downstream  at  the  Town  ot  Triadelphia  corpo¬ 
rate  limits . 

Approximately  600'  upstream  ot  Access  Road  . . 
Mapa  avallabie  tor  Inapectlon  at  the  County 
Courthouse,  1500  Chapline  StreeL  Wheeling, 
West  Virginia 


•996 

•1,021 

•1,018 

•1,022 


•684 

•691 


•702 

•708 


•713 

•758 


Weeton  (dty)  Lewis  County  (FEMA  Docket  Na 
7039) 

West  Fork  RNer 

Approximately  0.70  mile  dowrrstream  ol  CSX 

Transportation . - . 

Approximately  600  feet  upstream  of  Coxtown 

Footbridge . 

Polk  Oeek: 

At  confluence  with  West  Fork  River . 

Approximately  500  feet  downstream  of  Kuntz 
Avenue . 


•1,012 

•1,016 

•1,013 

•1,019 


Stone  Coal  Creek: 

At  confluence  with  West  Fork  River - 

Approximately  920  feet  upstream  ol  CSX  Trans¬ 
portation . - . - . . . 

Maps  avallabie  tor  Inapeetton  at  the  City  Build- 
irtg,  102  West  Second  StreeL  Weston,  West 
Virginia 


WISCONSIN 


Sheboygan  County  (untncorporatad  areas) 
(FEMA  Docket  Na  7039) 

Sheboygan  RNer 

About  700  feet  downstream  of  Chicago  and 

North  Western  railroad . . 

Just  downstream  ol  Johnsonvillo  Dam . 

Just  upstream  ot  Johnsonville  Dam . . . 

At  upstream  county  boundary . 

North  Branch  Milwaukee  RNer 

At  downstream  county  boundary . 

Just  downstream  ol  Gooseville  Dam . 

Batavia  Oeek: 

At  nwuth . - . 

About  950  feet  downstream  ol  Count)  Highway 
SS . 


•1,014 

•1,014 


*588 

•764 

•770 

•845 

•807 

•817 

•812 

•815 


SiNerOeek 

At  mouth . 

About  2050  feet  downstream  of  Camp  Awana 

Road . 

Mullet  RNer 

At  mouth . 

About  3600  feet  upstream  of  County  Highway 

PP . - . 


•808 

•809 

•675 

•677 


19552 


Federal  Re^ster  /  Vol.  57,  No.  89  /  Thursday.  May  7,  1992  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


Source  of  flooding  and  locaVon 

#Oeptri 

in 

above 
ground. 
'Eleva¬ 
tion  in 
feet 
(NGVO) 

Map#  avMabla  fof  Inapactloii  at  trie  Planning 
Oepartment  615  Nortri  6tri  Street  Sheboygan. 
Wisconsia 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
No.  83.100,  "Flood  Insurance.") 

Issued;  April  29, 1992. 

C.M.  "Bud"  Scfaauerte, 

Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10533  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BtLUNO  CODE  f71t-09-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  80 

[PR  Docket  No.  91-167;  FCC  92-179] 

Second  Calling  Channel  on  VHF  Marine 
Radio,  Channel  9 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Pinal  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Commimications 
Commission  amends  the  Maritime 
Services  Rules  in  PR  Docket  No.  91-167, 
FCC  92-179,  to  permit  VHF  marine  radio 
channel  9  to  be  used  as  a  second  calling 
channel  by  non-commercial  vessels.  By 
establishing  an  alternative  calling 
channel,  it  is  believed  that  congestion 
on  channel  16,  the  internationally 
designated  distress,  safety  and  calling 
frequency,  will  be  reduced.  This  Rule 
Making  was  proposed  by  the  Field 
Operations  Bureau,  Boston  Marine 
Safety  Project  as  part  of  an  ongoing 
effort  to  improve  safety  and  distress 
communication  procedures. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  8, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Susan  Jones,  Private  Radio  Bureau, 
Aviation  and  Marine  Branch,  2025  M 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20554, 

(202)  632-7175. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  To  aid  US 
in  the  final  determination  in  this  matter, 
we  conducted  a  study,  in  cooperation 
with  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  on  the  effect 
of  using  marine  VHF  channel  9  as  a 
second  calling  channel  in  the  Boston 
Harbor  and  its  effect  on  reducing 
congestion  on  channel  16.  In  this  rule 
making,  we  have  incorporated  the 
results  from  this  study  as  well  as  the 
comments  we  received  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking,  6  FCC  Red  5994 


(1991),  56  FR  28130  (1991),  this 
proceeding. 

list  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  80 

Maritime  Services,  Frequencies, 

Radio. 

Authority:  Authority  for  issuance  of  this 
Report  and  Order  is  contained  in  Sections 
4(i).  303  (f)  and  (r),  of  the  Communication  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended.  47  U.S.C.  S  154(i),  303  (f) 
and  (r). 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Donna  R.  Searcy, 

Secretary. 

Final  Rule 

Part  80  of  chapter  1  of  title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows; 

PART  80— STATIONS  IN  THE 
MARITIME  SERVICES 

1.  The  authority  section  for  part  80 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat  1066, 1082, 
as  amended:  47  U.S.C.  154,  303,  unless 
otherwise  noted.  Interpret  or  apply  48  StaL 
1064-1068, 1081-1105,  as  amended;  47  US.C 
151-155, 301-609;  3  UST  3450,  3  UST  4726, 12 
UST2377. 

2.  Section  60.310  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  80,310  Watch  reqtdred  by  voluntary 
vessels. 

Volimtary  vessels  not  equipped  with 
DSC  must  maintain  a  watch  on  156.800 
MHz  (chaimel  16)  whenever  the  radio  is 
operating  and  is  not  being  used  to 
communicate.  Noncommercial  vessels, 
such  as  recreational  boats,  may 
alternatively  maintain  a  watch  on 
156.450  MHz  (channel  9)  for  call  and 
reply  purposes. 

3.  S^tion  80.369  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (e)(4)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  80.369  Distress,  urgency,  safety,  caH  and 
reply  frequencies. 

«  *  *  *  * 

(e)  *  *  * 

(4)  The  frequency  156.450  MHz 
(channel  9)  is  available  for  intership, 
ship  and  coast  station  general  purpose 
calling  by  noncommercial  vessels,  such 
as  recreational  boats.  Distress,  urgency 
and  safety  calls  should  initially  be  made 
on  156.800  MHz  (channel  16)  or,  if 
equipped  with  DSC,  on  156.525  MHz 
(channel  70). 

4.  Section  80.373(f)  is  amended  by 
adding  new  footnote  15  to  channel 
designator  09  in  the  noncommercial 
table  to  read  as  follows: 

S  80.373  Private  communications 
frequencies. 

«  *  G  *  * 


(f)*  *  * 


Frequencies  in  the  156-162  MHz  band 

Carrier  Frequency  (MHz)  Points  of 
- communica¬ 
tion 

Channei 

Coast  _  between 
transmit  transmit  coast  and 
ship  unless 
otherwise 
indicated) 


Noncommercial 


09  >* .  156.450  156.450 

•  e  0  e 


“The  frequerKy  156.450  MHz  is  available  for 
intership,  ship  and  coast  gerreral  purpose  calling  by 
noncommercMd  vessels,  Mch  as  recreatiortal  boats 
and  private  coast  stations. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10647  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  6712-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  672 

[Docket  Ho.  911176-2018] 

Qroundfish  of  the  QuH  of  Alaska 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 
action:  Prohibition  to  fishing. 

summary:  The  Director  of  the  Alaska 
Region,  NMFS  (Regional  Director),  has 
determined  that  the  second  seasonal 
allocation  of  prohibited  species  catch 
(PSC)  of  Pacific  halibut  to  trawl  gear  in 
the  Gulf  of  Alaska  (GOA)  has  been 
caught.  NMFS  is  prohibiting  directed 
fishing  for  groundfish  by  domestic 
annual  processing  (DAP)  vessels  with 
trawl  gear,  except  for  pollock  with 
pelagic  trawl  gear,  in  Ae  GOA.  This 
action  is  necessary  to  prevent  exceeding 
the  second  seasonal  PSC  allocation  of 
Pacific  halibut  established  for  trawl  gear 
in  the  GOA.  The  intent  of  this  action  is 
to  ensure  optimum  use  of  groundfish 
while  conserving  Pacific  halibut  stocks. 
DATES:  Effective  12  noon.  Alaska  local 
time  (A.l.t),  May  4, 1992,  through  12 
midnight,  A.l.t,  Jime  30, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
David  R.  Cormany,  Resource 
Management  Specialist,  NMFS,  907-586- 
7228. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

groundfish  fishery  in  the  exclusive 
economic  zone  within  the  GOA  is 
managed  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
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(Secretary)  according  to  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  for  Groundfish  of  the 
GOA  (FMP)  prepared  by  the  North 
Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council 
(Council)  under  authority  of  the 
Magnuson  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act.  The  FMP  is 
implemented  by  regulations  at  50  CFR 
611.92  and  parts  620  and  672. 

Regulations  at  50  CFR  672.20(f)(2) 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  to 
establish  an  annual  Pacific  halibut  PSC 
limit  and  seasonal  allocations  to  DAP 
trawl  and  hook-and-line  gear  for  the 
1992  fishing  year  in  the  GOA.  The  notice 
of  final  specifications  of  groundfish  total 
allowable  catch  and  Pacific  halibut 
bycatch  in  the  GOA  (57  FR  2844,  January 
24, 1992)  established  the  1992  Pacihc 
halibut  PSC  limit  for  trawl  gear  at  2,000 


metric  tons  (mt)  and  seasonal 
allocations  on  a  quarterly  basis  for 
trawl  gear  as  follows:  First — January  1 
through  March  31,  600  mt;  second — April 
1  through  June  30,  600  mt;  third — July  1 
through  September  29,  400  mt;  and 
fourth — September  30  through  31,  400 
mt. 

Under  §  672.20(f)(l)(vi),  the  Regional 
Director  has  determined  that  the  second 
seasonal  Pacibc  halibut  allocation  to 
trawl  gear  has  been  reached.  Therefore, 
NMFS  is  prohibiting  directed  fishing  for 
groundfish  by  DAP  vessels  with  trawl 
gear,  except  for  pollock  with  pelagic 
trawl  gear,  in  the  GOA  from  12  noon, 
A.l.t.,  May  4, 1992,  through  12  midnight, 
A.l.t.,  June  30, 1992. 


Directed  Hshing  standards  for 
applicable  gear  types  may  be  found  in 
the  regulations  at  §  672.20(g). 

Classification 

This  action  is  taken  under  50  CFR 
672.20  and  is  in  compliance  with 
Executive  Order  12291. 

List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  672 

Fisheries,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

Authority:  16  U.S.C.  1801  et  seq. 

Dated:  May  4, 1992. 

David  S.  Crestin, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Fisheries 
Conservation  and  Management,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10730  Filed  5-4-92;  3:14  pm) 
BILUNG  CODE  3510-22-M 
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Proposed  Rules 


Federal  Register 
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Thursday,  May  7,  1992 


This  sectioo  of  the  FEDERAL  REGMSTER 
contains  fxitices  to  the  pubkc  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participle  in  the  rule 
nr>aking  prior  to  Ote  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agiiculturai  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  1093 
[DA-92-08] 

Milk  In  the  Alabama-West  Florida 
Marketing  Area;  Proposed  Suspension 
of  Certain  Provisions  of  the  Order 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Proposed  suspension  of  rule. 

summary:  This  notice  invites  written 
comments  on  a  proposal  that  would 
suspend  portions  of  the  producer  milk 
definition  of  the  Alabama-West  Florida 
milk  order.  The  suspension  would 
increase  the  amount  of  fluid  milk  that 
may  be  shipped  directly  from  the  farms 
to  nonpool  plants  and  still  be  priced 
under  the  order.  The  suspension  was 
requested  by  Barber  Pure  Milk  Company 
(Barber),  a  proprietary  handier  who  has 
consolidated  its  Class  I  operations  in 
separate  plants  from  its  Class  II 
operations.  The  Class  11  plants  are  now 
nonpool  plants.  Barber  contends  that  the 
suspension  is  necessary  because  of 
these  changes  in  marketing  conditions 
and  to  permit  the  efHcient  marketing  of 
milk  of  dairy  farmers  who  have 
historically  supplied  the  market. 

DATES:  Comments  are  due  no  later  than 
May  14, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  (two  copies) 
should  be  filed  with  the  USDA/AMS/ 
Dairy  Division,  Order  Formulation 
Branch,  room  2968,  South  Building,  P.O. 
Box  96456,  Washington,  DC  20090-6456. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Clayton  H.  Plumb,  Chief,  Order 
Formulation  Branch,  USDA/AMS/Dairy 
Division,  room  2968,  South  Building,  P.O. 
Box  96456,  Washington,  DC  20090-6456, 
(202)  720-6274. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Regulatoiy  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C.  601- 
612)  requires  the  Agency  to  examine  the 
impact  of  a  proposed  rule  on  small 
entities.  Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  605(b),  the 


Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  has  certified  that  this 
proposed  action  would  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

Such  action  would  lessen  the  regulatory 
impact  of  the  order  on  certain  milk 
handlers  and  would  tend  to  ensure  that 
dairy  farmers  would  continue  to  have 
their  milk  priced  under  the  order  and 
thereby  receive  the  benefits  that  accrue 
from  such  pricing. 

This  proposed  rule  has  been  reviewed 
by  the  Department  in  accordance  with 
Diepartmental  Regulation  1512-1  and  the 
criteria  contained  in  Executive  Order 
12291  and  has  been  determined  to  be  a 
“non-major”  rule. 

This  proposed  suspension  has  been 
reviewed  under  Executive  Order  12778, 
Civil  Justice  Reform.  This  action  is  not 
intended  to  have  a  retroactive  effect  If 
adopted,  this  proposed  action  will  not 
preempt  any  state  or  local  laws, 
regulations,  or  policies,  unless  they 
present  an  irreconcilable  conflict  with 
the  rule. 

The  Act  provides  that  administrative 
proceedings  must  be  exhausted  before 
parties  may  file  suit  in  court.  Under 
section  608(15)(A)  of  the  Act  any 
handler  subject  to  an  order  may  file  with 
the  Secretary  a  petition  stating  that  the 
order,  any  provisions  of  the  order,  or 
any  obligation  imposed  in  connection 
with  the  order  is  not  in  accordance  with 
law  and  requesting  a  modification  of  an 
order  or  to  be  exempted  from  the  order. 

A  handler  is  afforded  the  opportunity  for 
a  hearing  on  the  petition.  After  a  hearing 
the  Secretary  would  rule  on  the  petition. 
The  Act  provides  that  the  district  court 
of  the  United  States  in  any  district  in 
which  the  handler  is  an  inhabitant,  or 
has  his  principal  place  of  business,  has 
jurisdiction  in  equity  to  review  the 
Secretary’s  ruling  on  the  petition, 
provided  a  bill  in  equity  is  filed  not  later 
than  20  days  after  the  date  of  the  entry 
of  the  ruling. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  the 
suspension  of  the  following  provisions 
of  the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Alabama-West  Florida 
marketing  area  is  being  considered 
beginning  April  1992: 

In  §  1093.13,  paragraphs  (c)  (1),  (2)  and 
(4). 


All  persons  who  want  to  send  written 
data,  views  or  arguments  about  the 
proposed  suspension  should  send  two 
copies  of  them  to  the  USDA/AMS/Dairy 
Division,  Order  Formulation  Branch, 
room  2968,  South  Building,  P.O.  Box 
96456,  Washington.  DC  20090-6456,  by 
the  7th  day  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
period  for  filing  comments  is  limited  to  7 
days  because  a  longer  period  would  not 
provide  the  time  needed  to  complete  the 
required  procedures  and  include  April 
1992  in  the  suspension  period. 

The  comments  that  are  sent  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  in 
the  Dairy  Division  during  normal 
business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Statement  of  Consideration 

The  proposed  suspension  would 
suspend  portions  of  the  producer  milk 
definition  of  the  Alabama-West  Florida 
milk  order.  The  proposal  would  allow 
more  milk  to  be  shipped  directly  from 
farms  to  nonpool  plants  and  still  be 
priced  under  the  order. 

The  order  provides  that  a  proprietary 
handler  may  divert  to  nonpool  plants  all 
but  four  days'  production  of  a  producer 
during  the  months  of  February  through 
August  and  all  but  ten  days'  production 
during  the  months  of  September  through 
January.  Diversions  are  further  limited 
to  30  percent  of  the  milk  that  is 
physically  received  at  a  pool  plant. 

The  proposed  suspension  would 
increase  the  diversion  allowance  to  a 
volume  equal  to  the  volume  of  producer 
milk  actually  received  at  the  handler's 
pool  plants  during  the  month.  This 
action  would  make  the  diversion  limits 
more  compatible  with  the  order 
requirement  that  a  distributing  plant's 
route  disposition,  for  pooling  purposes, 
must  not  be  less  than  50  percent  of  the 
milk  physically  received  at  the  plant  or 
diverted  from  the  plant. 

Barber  has  requested  that  the  order  be 
amended  to  allow  for  “unit  pooling"  of 
Class  1  and  Class  II  plants.  Unit  pooling 
would  allow  a  handler  to  combine  the 
receipts  and  dispositions  of  milk  and 
milk  products  at  its  plants  for  pool  plant 
qualification  purposes.  Pending  such 
amendment  proceeding.  Barber  requests 
this  suspension. 

Barber  has  consolidated  its  Class  1 
operations  at  two  of  its  four  plants  and 
has  consolidated  its  Class  II  operations 
at  the  other  two  plants.  Under  the 
current  diversion  limits  Barber  is  having 
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difficulty  pooling  all  of  the  milk  that 
historically  has  been  associated  with  its 
four  plants  in  the  Alabama-West  Florida 
market.  The  suspension  at  this  time,  will 
eliminate  the  need  for  Barber  to  engage 
in  costly  and  ine^icient  transportation 
and  handling  of  milk  (pumping  milk  into 
and  out  of  pool  plants)  in  order  to  keep 
its  milk  supplies  pooled  on  the  order. 

Accordingly,  it  may  be  appropriate  to 
suspend  the  aforesaid  provisions. 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  1093 
Milk  marketing  orders. 

PART  1093  [AMENDED] 

The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR  part 
1093  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  1-19, 46  Stat.  31,  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  801-674. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC  on  April  30, 
1992. 

Daniel  Haley, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10602  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  3410-02-U 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

9  CFR  Part  91 

[Docket  No.  91-134] 

Ports  Designated  for  Exportation  of 
Animals;  Boston,  MA 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  We  are  proposing  to  amend 
the  “Inspection  and  Handling  of 
Livestock  for  Exportation"  regulations 
by  adding  Boston,  Massachusetts,  to  the 
list  of  ports  designated  as  ports  of 
embarkation,  and  by  adding  Logan 
International  Airport  as  an  export 
inspection  facility,  for  miniature  swine 
only,  for  the  Boston  port.  This  action 
would  add  a  port  through  which 
miniature  swine  may  be  exported.  For 
the  exportation  of  miniature  swine, 
Logan  International  Airport  meets  the 
requirements  of  the  regulations  for 
inclusion  in  the  list  of  export  inspection 
facilities. 

DATES:  Consideration  will  be  given  only 
to  comments  received  on  or  before  July 
6. 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  To  help  ensure  that  your 
written  comments  are  considered,  send 
an  original  and  three  copies  to  Chief, 
Regulatory  Analysis  and  Development, 
PPD,  APHIS,  USDA,  room  804,  Federal 
Building,  6505  Belcrest  Road, 
Hyattsville,  MD  20782.  Please  state  that 
your  comments  refer  to  Docket  No.  91- 


134.  Comments  received  may  be 
inspected  at  USDA,  room  1141,  South 
Building.  14th  Street  and  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC,  between 
8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT; 

Dr.  Andrea  M.  Morgan.  Senior  Staff 
Veterinarian,  Import-Export  Animals 
Staff,  VS,  APHIS,  USDA,  room  764, 
Federal  Building,  6505  Belcrest  Road, 
Hyattsville.  MD  20782,  (301)  436-8383. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

The  regulations  in  9  CFR  part  91. 
"Inspection  and  Handling  of  Livestock 
for  ^portation"  (referred  to  below  as 
the  regulations),  prescribe  conditions  for 
exporting  animals  from  the  United 
States.  Section  91.14  lists  ports 
designated  as  ports  of  embarkation. 

We  are  proposing  to  amend  §  91.14  by 
adding  Boston,  Massachusetts,  to  the  list 
of  ports  designated  as  i>orts  of 
embarkation  and  by  adding  Logan 
International  Airport  as  an  export 
inspection  facility,  for  miniature  swine 
only,  for  the  Boston  port. 

To  be  designated  as  a  port  of 
embarkation,  a  port  must  have  approved 
export  inspection  facilities  available  for 
inspecting,  holding,  feeding  and 
watering  animals  prior  to  exportation,  in 
order  to  ensure  that  the  animals  meet 
certain  requirements  specified  in  the 
regulations.  The  regulations  provide  that 
approval  of  each  export  inspection 
facility  shall  be  based  on  compliance 
with  specified  standards  in  S  91.14(c) 
concerning  materials,  size,  inspection 
implements,  cleaning  and  disinfection, 
feed  and  water,  access,  testing  and 
treatment,  location,  disposal  of  animal 
wastes,  lighting,  and  office  and  rest 
room  facilities. 

An  exporter  in  the  Boston  area  has 
request^  that  Boston,  Massachusetts, 
be  designated  a  port  of  embaiication  and 
that  Logan  International  Airport  be 
designated  the  export  inspection  facility, 
for  miniature  swine  only,  for  the  Boston 
port.  Miniature  swine  are  bred  and 
raised  as  pets  or  for  laboratory  testing 
purposes  and  do  not  weight  more  than 
100  pounds  at  maturity.  These  animals 
can  be  shipped  in  carrying  cases,  similar 
to  the  containers  dogs  and  cats  are 
shipped  in.  moking  it  feasible  for  them 
to  be  inspected  while  in  their  shipping 
containers.  We  believe  that  Logan 
International  Airport,  located  at  East 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02128,  (617)  565- 
4649,  meets  the  requirements  of 
§  91.14(c)  with  respect  to  miniature 
swine.  Logan  International  Airport  does 
not  have  the  facilities  to  hold  large 
animals  or  to  restrain  other  small 


animals  that  need  to  be  inspected  before 
being  exported.  In  this  document  we  are 
also  proposing  to  add  a  definition  for 
miniature  swine  in  §  91.1. 

Executive  Order  12291  and  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act 

We  are  issuing  this  proposed  rule  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12291,  and  we  have  determined  that  it  is 
not  a  "major  rule."  Based  on  information 
compiled  by  the  Department,  we  have 
determined  that  this  rule  would  have  an 
effect  on  the  economy  of  less  than  $100 
million:  would  not  cause  a  major 
increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries. 
Federal,  State,  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  and 
would  not  cause  a  significant  adverse 
effect  on  competition,  employment, 
investment,  productivity,  innovation,  or 
on  the  ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

There  are  currently  no  ports 
designated  as  ports  of  embarkation  in 
Massachusetts.  There  are  fewer  than  50 
exporters  of  miniature  swine  in 
Massachusetts,  and  most  of  these  would 
be  considered  small  entities.  Livestock 
exporters  in  Massachusetts  currently 
transport  animals  to  John  F.  Kennedy 
Airport  in  New  York  to  be  exported. 

This  proposed  rule  would  give  exporters 
of  miniature  swine  in  Massachusetts  the 
option  of  using  a  closer  export  facility. 
Since  the  cost  of  transporting  the 
miniature  swine  to  John  F.  Kennedy 
Airport  is  a  small  portion  of  the  overall 
cost  of  exporting  them,  allowing  use  of 
Logan  International  Airport  in 
Massachusetts  would  have  minimal 
economic  effect  on  the  exporters. 
Further,  since  this  action  involves  one 
type  of  animal,  it  is  unlikely  to  have  any 
significant  effect  on  any  entity  involved 
in  handling  or  transporting  livestock. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service  has 
determined  that  this  action  would  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  proposed  rule  contains  no  new 
information  collection  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  under  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.C.  3501  et 
seq.]. 

Executive  Order  12372 

This  program/activity  is  listed  in  the 
Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
under  No.  10.025  and  is  subject  to 
Executive  Order  12372,  which  requires 
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intergovernmental  consultation  with 
State  and  local  officials.  (See  7  CFR  part 
3015,  subpart  V.) 

Executive  Order  12778 

This  proposed  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  Executive  Order  12778,  Civil 
Justice  Reform.  If  adopted,  all  State  and 
local  laws,  regulations,  or  policies  that 
are  in  conflict  with  this  proposed  rule 
would  be  preempted.  If  adopted,  no 
retroactive  effect  would  be  given  to  this 
proposed  rule.  If  adopted,  this  proposed 
rule  would  not  require  administrative 
proceedings  before  parties  may  file  suit 
in  court. 

List  of  Subjects  in  9  CFR  Part  91 

Animal  diseases.  Animal  welfare. 
Exports,  Livestock  and  livestock 
products.  Transportation. 

PART  91— INSPECTION  AND 
HANDLING  OF  LIVESTOCK  FOR 
EXPORTATION 

Accordingly.  9  CFR  part  91  would  be 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  91 
would  continue  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  21  U.S.C.  105, 112, 113, 114a.  120, 
121, 134b.  134f.  612, 613.  614,  618;  46  U.S.C. 
466a.  466b:  49  U.S.C.  1509(8);  7  CFR  2.17, 2.51, 
and  371.2(d). 

2.  In  §  91.1  a  definition  for  “miniature 
swine"  would  be  added  in  alphabetical 
order  to  read  as  follows; 

§  91.1  Definitions. 

*  *  *  •  « 

Miniature  swine.  Swine  bred  and 
raised  as  pets  or  for  laboratory  testing 
purposes  that  do  not  weigh  more  than 
100  pounds  at  maturity. 

*  •  *  *  « 

3.  In  §  91.14,  paragraph  (a)  would  be 
amended  by  redesignating  paragraphs 
(a)(7)  through  (a](15)  as  paragraphs 
(a)(8)  through  (a](16),  respectively,  and 
by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (a)(7)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  91.14  Ports  of  embarkation  and  export 
inspection  facilities. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(7)  Massachusetts. 

(i)  Boston — airport  only. 

(A)  Logan  International  Airport 
(miniature  swine  only).  East  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02128,  (617)  565-4649. 

*  «  *  «  « 

Done  in  Washington,  DC,  this  29th  day  of 
April  1992. 

Robert  Melland, 

Administrator,  Animai  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10617  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  cooe  3410-34-M 


FEDERAL  HOUSING  FINANCE  BOARD 

12  CFR  Part  934 

(92-303] 

Examinations  of  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Banks 

agency:  Federal  Housing  Finance 
Board. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule:  comment  period 
extension. 

summary:  On  April  1, 1992,  the  Federal 
Housing  Finance  Board  (Finance  Board) 
issued  its  proposed  regulations 
establishing  a  system  for  classification 
of  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  assets  and 
other  examination  policies  and 
procedures.  See  57  FR  11014  (April  1, 
1992).  The  proposed  regulations 
requested  comment  from  the  public,  and 
the  comment  period  expires  on  May  1, 
1992.  The  Finance  Board  has  received 
requests  to  extend  the  original  30-day 
comment  period,  and  it  has  decided  to 
grant  such  requests.  Accordingly,  the 
Finance  Board  extends  the  comment 
period  for  the  aforesaid  proposed 
regulations  until  June  1, 1992. 

DATES:  Comments  on  the  proposed 
regulations  must  be  submitted  to  the 
Finance  Board  by  June  1, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  mailed 
or  delivered  to  Elaine  L.  Baker, 
Executive  Secretary,  Federal  Housing 
Finance  Board,  1777  F  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gary  B.  Townsend,  Deputy  Director  for 
Examination  and  Regulatory  Oversight, 
District  Banks  Directorate,  (202)  408- 
2540;  or  Charles  Szlenker,  Attorney, 
Office  of  General  Counsel,  (202)  408- 
2554,  Federal  Housing  Finance  Board, 
1777  F  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20006. 

Dated:  April  30, 1992. 

By  the  Federal  Housing  Finance  Board. 
Daniel  F.  Evans,  Jr., 

Chairman. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10716  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  e725-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14  CFR  Chapter  I 

(Summary  Notice  No.  PR-92-3] 

Petition  for  Rulemaking;  Summary  of 
Petitions  Received;  Disposition  of 
Petitions  Issued 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 


action:  Notice  of  petitions  for 
rulemaking  received  and  of  dispositions 
of  prior  petitions;  correction. 

summary:  This  action  makes  a 
correction  to  the  Docket  number  to  a 
notice  of  petitions  for  rulemaking 
published  on  April  8, 1992,  (57  FR  11921). 
This  action  corrects  that  error. 
dates:  Comments  on  the  petition  must 
be  received  on  or  before  June  8, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to;  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn.:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-10), 
Petition  Docket  No.  26803,  800 
independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Angela  M.  Washington,  Office  of 
Rulemaking  (ARM-1),  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  267-5571. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
document  was  published  April  8, 1992, 
(57  FR  11921).  In  the  ADDRESSES  and 
petitions  for  rulemaking  heading,  the 
Docket  number  is  in  error.  Please 
change  Docket  number  "26509”  to  read 
"26803”. 

Denise  Castaldo, 

Manager,  Program  Management  Staff . 

(FR  Doc.  92-10523  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

internal  Revenue  Service 

26  CFR  Part  1 

IINTL-372-88;  INTL-401-881 

RIN  1545-AM15;  1545-AL80 

Intercompany  Transfer  Pricing  and 
Cost  Sharing  Regulations  Under 
Section  482 

agency:  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Treasury. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  time  for  submitting 
comments  and  requests  for  a  public 
hearing. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  provides 
notice  of  an  extension  of  time  for 
submitting  comments  and  requests  for  a 
public  hearing  concerning  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  relating  to 
intercompany  transfer  pricing  and  cost 
sharing  under  section  482  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code. 

dates:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
July  28. 1992. 
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ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  and 
requests  for  a  public  hearing  to:  Internal 
Revenue  Service,  P.O.  Box  7604,  Ben 
Franklin  Station,  Attention: 
CC:CORP:T:R  (INTL-372-88)  (for 
comments  on  cost  sharing  provisions) 
and/or  (INTLr^Ol-88)  (for  comments  on 
other  provisions),  room  5228, 
Washington,  DC  20044. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Howard  Berger,  202-377-9059  (not  a  toll- 
free  number)  with  respect  to  all 
provision  except  cost  sharing,  and  Lisa 
Sams,  202-874-1490  (not  a  toll-free 
number)  with  respect  to  cost  sharing 
provisions. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  a 

notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  Thursday, 
January  30, 1992  (57  FR  3571),  comments 
and  requests  for  a  public  hearing  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  niles  were  to  be 
received  by  May  29, 1992.  The  date  by 
which  comments  and  requests  for  a 
public  hearing  are  to  be  received  is 
extended  to  July  28. 1992. 

Dale  D.  Goode, 

Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer,  Assistant 
Chief  Counsel  (Corporate). 

[FR  Doc.  92-10599  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4S30-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

28  CFR  Part  40 

[AG  Order  No.  158»>92] 

Standards  for  Inmate  Grievance 
Procedures 

agency:  Department  of  Justice. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  proposed  rule  modifies 
the  minimum  standards  for  state  prison 
inmate  grievance  procedures 
promulgated  by  the  Attorney  General 
pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Civil  Rights 
of  Institutionalized  Persons  Act.  The 
regulations  currently  require  states  that 
wish  to  be  certified  pursuant  to  section  7 
to  permit  inmates  to  participate  in  an 
advisory  capacity  in  the  disposition  of 
grievances  challenging  general  policy 
and  practices,  and  in  certain  cases,  to 
have  an  opportunity  for  such 
participation  before  the  initial 
adjudication  of  the  grievance.  Some 
have  incorrectly  construed  this  language 
to  require  that  inmates  sit  on  panels 
adjudicating  other  inmate  grievances, 
and  have  therefore  concluded  that  the 
regulations  go  beyond  the  strict 
language  of  the  statute.  The  proposed 
change  is  intended  to  clarify  the 
regulations  in  this  regard. 


DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
submitted  on  or  before  June  8. 1992. 
addresses:  Please  submit  written 
comments,  in  triplicate,  to  Wallace  H. 
Cheney,  General  Counsel,  Federal 
Bureau  of  Prisons,  320  First  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20534.  The  Department 
especially  solicits  the  comments  of 
persons,  agencies,  and  organizations 
with  background  and  expertise  in 
corrections. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  M.  Ralph,  Administrator,  National 
Inmate  Appeals,  Federal  Bureau  of 
Prisons,  320  First  Street  NW., 
Washington.  DC  20534,  telephone  (202) 
514-66S55. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Section  7(b)(1)  of  the  Civil  Rights  of 
Institutionalized  Persons  Act  42  U.S.C. 
1997e(b)(l),  provides  that  “the  Attorney 
General  shall,  after  consultation  with 
persons.  State  and  local  agencies,  and 
organizations  with  background  and 
expertise  in  the  area  of  corrections, 
promulgate  minimum  standards  for  the 
development  and  implementation  of  a 
plain,  speedy,  and  effective  system  for 
the  resolution  of  grievances  of  adults 
confined  in  any  jail,  prison,  or  other 
correctional  facility.”  Pursuant  to 
section  7(c)(1)  of  the  Act.  42  U.S.C 
1997e(c)(l),  the  Attorney  General  “shall 
develop  a  procedure  for  the  prompt 
review  and  certification  of  (grievance) 
systems.”  In  accordance  with  these 
provisions,  the  Department  of  Justice 
promulgated  28  CTO  part  40  on  October 
1. 1981,  46  FR  48186. 

Unfortunately,  section  7  and  its 
implementing  regulations  have  not 
produced  the  expected  results.  The 
Federal  Courts  Study  Committee  has 
summarized  the  history  of  section  7 
(section  1997e)  since  promulgation  of  the 
1981  regulations: 

Section  1997e  has  failed  to  encourage 
administrative  resolution  of  state  prisoner 
section  1983  claims.  For  whatever  reason. 
Justice  Department  regulations  and 
procedures  for  certifying  a  state's  sy  stem  are 
slow.  Moreover,  some  states  evidently  regard 
the  substantive  standards  as  onerous  *  *  *. 
Consequently,  few  states  have  sought  and 
obtained  certification  under  this  statute. 

Report  of  the  Federal  Courts  Study 
Committee  49  (Apr.  2, 1990). 

This  outcome  is  particularly 
unfortunate  because  effective 
administrative  resolution  of  inmate 
grievances  is  in  the  best  interest  of 
prisoners,  state  and  local  authorities, 
and  the  federal  courts.  The  Department 
of  Justice  would  like  to  encourage  the 
development  of  fair  and  effective 
administrative  procedures  by  revising 


the  existing  rule,  whihc  may  have  been 
perceived  by  state  and  local  authorities 
as  too  onerous.  The  proposed  rule  would 
revise  the  provision  that  has  received 
the  most  criticism  by  making  it  clear 
that  the  states  need  not  permit  inmates 
to  sit  on  panels  adjudicating  the 
grievances  of  other  inmates.  At  the  same 
time,  the  regulations  as  revised  would 
ensure  inmate  participation  in  the 
forumlation,  implementation,  and 
operation  of  the  grievance  system  in  a 
way  that  will  encourage  state  and  local 
authorities  to  develop  grievance 
procedures  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Act. 

Statutory  Authority:  42  U.S.C.  1997e. 
Regulatory  Process  Matters 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  605(b),  the 
Attorney  General  certifies  that  this  rule 
will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  This  rule  is  not  a  major  rule 
within  the  meaning  of  section  1(b)  of 
E.0. 12291,  and  it  does  not  have 
Federalism  implications  warranting  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism  Assessment 
in  accordance  with  section  6  of  E.O. 
12612. 

List  of  Subjects  in  28  CFR  Part  40 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Civil  rights.  Inmate  grievance 
procedures.  Prisoners. 

Accordingly,  part  40  of  chapter  I  of 
title  28  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  proposed  to  be  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  40— STANDARDS  FOR  INMATE 
GRIEVANCE  PROCEDURES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  40  is 
proposed  to  be  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

Authority;  42  U.S.C  1997e. 

2.  Section  40.7  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (b)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  40.7  Operation  and  decision. 

*  *  *  *  « 

(b)  Inmate  and  employee 
participation.  The  institution  shall 
provide  for  an  advisory  role  for 
employees  and  inmates  in  the  operation 
of  the  grievance  system.  In-person 
hearings  and  committees  consisting  of 
either  inmates  or  employees  or  both  are 
not  required  by  this  paragraph,  but  they 
are  permitted  so  long  as  no  inmate 
participates  in  the  resolution  of  any 
other  inmate’s  grievance  over  the 
objection  of  the  grievant. 

*  «  *  *  « 
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Dated:  April  24, 1992. 

William  P.  Barr, 

A  ttorney  General. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10411  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  441(M>1-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  67 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-7042] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  requested  on  the 
proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  and  proposed  base  flood 
elevation  modifications  for  the 
communities  listed  below.  The  base 
(100-year)  flood  elevations  are  the  basis 
for  the  floodplain  management  measures 
that  the  community  is  required  either  to 
adopt  or  to  show  evidence  of  being 
already  in  effect  in  order  to  qualify  or 
remain  qualified  for  participation  in  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP). 

DATES:  The  comment  period  is  ninety 
(90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  each 
community. 

ADDRESSES:  The  proposed  base  flood 
elevations  for  each  community  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  ofHce  of 
the  Chief  Executive  Officer  of  each 
community.  The  respective  addresses 
are  listed  in  the  following  table. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
William  R.  Locke,  Chief,  Risk  Studies 
Division,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  500  C  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  646-2754. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  (FEMA  or  Agency)  gives  notice 
of  the  proposed  determinations  of  base 
(100-year)  flood  elevations  and  modified 
base  flood  elevations  for  each 
community  listed,  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973, 42  U.S.C.  4104, 
and  44  CFR  67.4(a). 

These  base  flood  and  modified  base 
flood  elevations,  together  with  the 
floodplain  management  criteria  required 
by  44  CFR  60.3,  are  the  minimum  that 
are  required.  They  should  not  be 
construed  to  mean  that  the  community 
must  change  any  existing  ordinances 
that  are  more  stringent  in  their  flood¬ 


plain  management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  of  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  state  or  regional  entities.  These 
proposed  elevations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

This  proposed  rule  is  categorically 
excluded  from  the  requirements  of  44 
CFR  part  10,  Environmental 
Consideration.  No  environmental  impact 
assessment  has  been  prepared. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

This  proposed  rule  is  not  a  major  rule 
under  Executive  Order  12291,  February 
17, 1981.  No  regulatory  impact  analysis 
has  been  prepared. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  proposed  rule  does  not  involve 
any  collection  of  information  for 
purposes  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act. 

Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism 

This  proposed  rule  involves  no 
policies  that  have  federalism 
implications  under  Executive  Order 
12612,  Federalism  ,  dated  October  26, 
1987. 

Executive  Order  12778,  Civil  Justice 
Reform 

This  proposed  rule  meets  the 
applicable  standards  of  section  2(b)(2) 
of  Executive  Order  12778. 

List  of  Subjects  in  44  CFR  Part  67 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Flood  insurance.  Reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements. 

Accordingly,  44  CFR  part  67  is  proposed 
to  be  amended  as  follows: 

PART  67— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  67 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  4001  et  seq.; 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978,  3  CFR, 
1978  Comp.,  p.  329;  E.0. 12127,  44  FR  19367,  3 
CFR,  1979  Comp.,  p.  376. 

§  67.4  [Amended] 

2.  The  tables  published  under  the 
authority  of  §67.4  are  proposed  as 
follows: 


#Depth 


Source  ol  flooding  and  location 


in  leel 
above 
grourtd. 
‘Eleva¬ 
tion  m 
feel 

(NGVO) 


ARKANSAS 


Ouachita  County  (Unincorporated  Areaa) 


Two  Bayou: 

Approximately  1.3  miles  downstream  of  Union 

Pacific  Railroad . 

At  the  downstream  side  of  Old  State  Route  7 . 

Ouachita  River: 

Approximately  0.5  mile  downstream  of  State 

Route  45 . 

Approximately  0.85  mile  upstream  of  U.S.  Route 
79 . 


*113 

•114 

•116 

•117 


Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  Ouachita 
County  Courthouse,  145  Jefferson  Avenue. 
Camden,  Arkansas. 


SerKf  commems  to  The  Honorable  Bill  Braswell, 
Ouachita  County  Judge,  P.O.  Box  644,  Camden, 
Arkansas  71701. 


GEORGIA 


Chattooga  County  (Unincorporated  Areas) 

Chattooga  River: 

About  1.5  mtles  downstream  of  HollarKM^hat- 

toogaville  Road . 

About  0.5  mile  upstream  of  Holland-Chattooga- 

ville  Road . . 

Hmton  Creek: 

At  mouth . 

Just  upstream  of  Private  Road . 

Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  Chattooga 
County,  Summerville,  Georgia. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Jim  Parker, 
Chattooga  County  Commissioner,  P.O.  Box  2, 
Summerville.  Georgia  30747. 


KANSAS 

SL  George  (city),  Pottawatomie  County 

Kansas  River: 

About  1800  feet  downstream  of  confluence  of 

Blood  Creek . 

About  650  feet  upstream  of  confluence  ol 

Blackiack  Creek . 

Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  City  HaH, 
St.  George.  Kansas. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Carl  V. 
Rogers,  Mayor,  City  ol  St.  George,  P.O.  Box  33, 
St.  George.  Kansas  66535. 


•597 

•603 

*603 

•603 


•993 

•994 


MICHIGAN 


Buchanan  (city),  Berrien  County 
McCoy  Creek: 

At  confluence  with  St.  Joseph  River .  *642 

Just  downstream  ol  Amtrak . . .  *708 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Buchanan 
City  Hall,  City  Clerk's  Office,  304  North  Redbud 
Trail,  P.O.  Box  407.  Buchanan,  Michigan. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Deborah 
Seager,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Buchanan.  Berrien 
County,  304  North  Redbud  Tran.  P.O.  Box  407. 

Buchanan.  Michigan  49107-0407. 


NEW  HAMPSHIRE 


Hampstead  (Town),  Rockingham  County 

Hilt  Brook: 

All  State  Route  111 . 

Approximately  45  feet  upstream  of  Sherry  Lane... 
Wash  Pond  Tributary: 

At  confluence  with  Wash  Pond . 

Approximately  40  feet  upstream  ol  Kent  Farm 

Road . 

Wash  Pond:  Entire  shoreline  within  community . 

Shop  Pond:  Entire  shoreline  within  community . 

Island  Pond:  Entire  shoreline  within  community . 

Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  Town 
Office,  11  Main  Street,  Hampstead,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire. 


•219 

*231 

•235 

•237 

•235 

•232 

•207 
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Source  of  flooding  and  location 


Send  comments  to  Mr.  Joseph  Guthne.  Chairman 
of  the  Town  of  Hampstead  Board  of  Selectmen. 
Roclungham  County.  It  Mam  Street.  Hamp¬ 
stead.  New  Hampshire  03753. 


Stow  Creek  (townshtp),  Cumberland  County 

Delaware  Bay:  Stow  Creek  and  adjoining  estu- 

anes . . . 

Maps  avaflabla  for  Inspection  at  the  home  of 
Mr.  Bia  Jess.  Stow  Creek  Housing  and  Zoning 
Officer,  R.O  3.  Bridgeton.  New  Jersey. 

Send  comments  to  the  Honorable  Harker  Betters. 
Mayor  of  the  Township  of  Stow  Creek.  Cumber¬ 
land  County.  R.O.  #3,  Bon  33  Bridgeton.  New 
Jersey  06302. 

Mine  Hin  (townaMpi,  Morris  County 

Lamngtofi  River. 

At  downstream  corporate  limits . 

Approximately  .5  mile  upstream  of  dowr^stream 

corporate  limits . 

Maps  svaMaMs  lor  Inspection  at  the  Mine-  HiN 
Municipal  Burlding.  10  Baker  Street.  Mine  Hill. 
New  Jersey. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Louis  Cmarich. 
Mayor  of  the  Township  of  Mme  Hilt,  Morris 
Coiinty.  10  Baker  Street  Mine  HrlL  New  Jersey 
07801. 


Charlton  (tosm),  Saratoga  County 

Alplaus  KM: 

Approximately  400  feet  downstream  of  most 

(fownstream  corporate  hmits . 

AC  the  confluence  of  Alplaus  KiU  Tributary . 

Alplaus  KM  Ttibuta/y: 

At  the  conftuerxM  with  Alplaus  Kill . 

Approximately  BOO  feet  upstream  of  Stone  Dam .. 
La  Rue  Creek: 

At  the  most  downstream  corporate  limits . 

Approximately  25  feet  upstream  of  County 

Route  51 . 

Maps  svsflable  tor  Inspection  at  the  Chariton 
Town  HaH.  784  Charlton  Road.  Chariton.  New 
York 

Send  comments  to  Mr.  John  Simoni.  Charlton 
Town  Supervisor,  Saratoga  County.  784  Charl¬ 
ton  Road.  Charlton.  New  York  12019. 

Elixabethtown  (town),  Essex  County 

Barton  Brook: 

At  confluence  with  Bouquet  River . . . 

Approximately  400  feet  upstream  of  U  S.  Route 
9 . 


Tite  Brancit: 

At  confluence  with  Barton  Brook . 

Approximately  0.5  mile  upstream  of  State  Route 

9N . . . . . . 

Bouquet  River 

At  Lee  Bridge  road . 

Approximately  0.65  mile  upstream  of  Simonds 

Hill  Road . 

Maps  svsHsble  for  Inspection  at  the  Elizabeth¬ 
town  Town  HaH,  Court  Street.  Elizabethtown. 
New  York 

Send  comments  to  Mr.  Allen  L.  Dickerson.  Eliza¬ 
bethtown  Town  Supervisor.  Essex  County. 
Town  Hall.  Court  Street.  Elizabethtown,  New 
York  12932. 


Lincoln  County  (Unincorporated  Areas)  I 

Bellcow  Creek:  \ 

Approximately  1.2  miles  downstream  of  Burling¬ 
ton  Northern  Railroad . 


Source  of  flooding  and  location 


Approximately  5  mile  upstream  of  Lake  Road . 

Bellcow  Creek  Split 

At  confluence  with  Selicow  Creek  .. . 

Approximately  0.45  mile  upstream  of  Burlington 

Northern  Railroad . . 

Indian  Creek: 

At  confluence  with  Bellcow  Creek . 

At  downstream  side  of  Bth  Street . . . . . 

Bellcalf  Creek: 

At  conHuence  with  Bellcow  Creek . 

Approximately  300  feet  downstream  from  Chan¬ 
dler  Dam . 

Oucnaho  Creek: 

Approximately  1.2  mries  downstream  of  U  S. 

Route  66 . . . 

Approxxnately  900  feet  upstream  of  Section 

Road . . . 

Nortt!  Canadian  River:  For  entire  length  affecting 

community . 

Maps  svsHabls  tor  fnspsction  at  the  USDASCS 
Office.  710  Manvel  Avenue.  Chandler.  Oklaho¬ 
ma 


•fQ-f  Send  comments  to  Mr  Riley  Miller.  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  County  Commissioners,  Lirxtoln 
County  Courthouse.  710  Manvel  Avenue,  Chan¬ 
dler.  Oklahoma  74634. 


McCfafn  County  (Unincorporated  Areas) 

Canadian  Rrver 

At  a  point  approximately  .54  mile  downstream 

of  the  confluence  of  Walnut  Creek. . 

At  Interstate  Route  35 . 

Walnut  Creek: 

Approximately  675  feet  upstream  of  the  conflu¬ 
ence  with  the  Canadian  River . 

At  a  point  approximately  .76  mle  upstream  of 

Interstate  Route  35 . 

Beaver  Creek 

At  a  poml  approximately  950  feet  upstream  of 

its  confluence  with  Walnut  Creek . 

At  a  point  approximately  1.750  feel  upstream  of 

Its  confluence  with  Walnut  Creek . 

Crooked  Bridge  Creek 

At  a  pomt  approximately  I  I  mites  upstream  of 

State  Route  74 . 

At  a  point  approximately  18  rmles  upstream  of 

State  Route  74  . . 

Goldsby  Creek 

At  interstate  Route  35 . 

At  a  point  approximately  .38  mile  upstream  of 

Interstate  Route  35 . 

Stinson  Creek: 

At  a  point  approximately  4  2  miles  upstream  of 
Its  confluence  with  North  Fork  of  Walnut 

Creek . 

At  a  pomt  approximately  4  3  miles  upstream  of 
Its  confluence  with  Norm  Fork  of  Walnut 
Creek . . . 


Maps  avsHabls  for  Inspection  at  the  McCiam 
County  Courthouse.  2nd  and  Washwesin.  Pur¬ 
cell.  Oklahoma. 

Send  comments  to  Mr.  Wayne  Chapman.  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  McClam  County  Board  of  Commis¬ 
sioners,  P.O  Box  629.  Purcell.  Oklahoma 
73080 


Vardan  (to«m),  Caddo  and  Grady  Counties 

Washila  River: 

Approximately  .6  imle  downstream  of  Section 
Line  Road . . . 


Approximately  175  feet  upstream  of  confluence  j  v 


of  Line  Creek . . | 

Maps  svaliablo  tor  fnapaction  at  the  Verden 
Town  HaH.  101  Moms.  Verden.  Oklahoma. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Don  Brown. 
Mayor  of  the  Town  of  Verdeiv  Caddo  and  { 
Grady  Counties,  P.O.  Box  206.  Verden.  Oklaho¬ 
ma  7309^ 


Source  of  flooding  and  location 


Cove  (town).  Chambers  County 
Hackberry  Gully: 

At  confluence  with  Cotton  Bayou . 

Approximately  t.100  feet  upstream  of  FM  565 ... 
Colton  Bayou: 

Approximately  0.5  miie  downstream  of  FM  565  . 

Approximately  0.4  mile  upstream  of  FM  565 . 

Trmity  Bay: 

At  Interstate  Route  f0._ . 

Shoreline  of  Cotton  Lake .  . 


Maps  svallabte  lor  Inspection  at  the  Chambers 
County  Engineer's  Office.  201  Airport  Road. 
Anahuac.  Texas. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Carl  Crowder. 
Mayor  of  the  Town  of  Cove.  Chambers  County. 

1 202  Maley  Road.  Baytown.  Texas  77520 

Old  Rlver-Winfree  (town).  Chambers  County 

Backwater  from  the  rrmity  River 
Caney  Creek 

At  FM  1409 . . . 

dd  River 

In  the  vicxiity  of  Woodland  Lane . . . 

The  CutoK: 

0.5  mile  east  of  Hunters  Cove . . 

Maps  svailable  tor  fnspection  at  the  Chambers 
County  Engineer's  Office.  201  Airport  Road. 
Anahuac.  Texas  77514 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Arthur  LaFour. 
Mayor  of  the  Town  of  Old  River -Winfree,  Cham¬ 
bers  County.  PO.  Box  1169.  Mont  Belview. 
Texas  77580 

Woodcreek  (city),  Hays  County 

Cypress  Creek: 

Approximately  100'  upstream  of  corporate  limits  . 
Approximately  610'  upstream  from  Jacobs  Well 

Road  at  corporate  limits . 

Maps  svallabis  for  inspection  at  the  Wood- 
creek  Oty  HaH.  17  Wildwood.  Woodcreek, 
Texas. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Jeannme  C. 
Poole.  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Woodcreek.  Hays 
County.  P  O  Box  1570.  Wimberly.  Texas  78676 


Strafford  (town).  Orange  County  j 

West  Branch  Ompompanoosuc  River  I 

Approximately  3.900  feet  downstream  of  Town  I 

Highway  39 . 

Approximately  120  feet  upstream  of  Town  High¬ 
way  2 . . 

Tunbridge  Branch: 

At  confluence  with  West  Branch  Ompompanoo- 

suc  River, . . . . 

Approximately  1.680  feel  upstream  of  conflu¬ 
ence  with  West  Branch  Ompompanoosuc 
River . 


Maps  available  (or  inspection  at  the  Strafford 
Town  HaH.  Strafford.  Vermont 
Send  comments  to  Mr  Ian. Bullock,  Chairman  of 
the  Town  of  Strafford  Board  of  Selectmen,  P  O 
Box  27.  Strafford.  Vermont  05072  I 


§67.4  (Amended] 

3.  The  tables  published  under  the 
authority  of  §  67.4  are  proposed  to  be 
amended  as  follows: 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  ftoodir>g 

Location 

fOepth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ‘Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVO) 

Existirrg 

Modified 

Cave  Creek . 

At  mouth . 

‘655 

‘655 

Calhoun  County. 

Just  downstream  of  Tar  and  Gravel  Road . 

‘673 

‘671 

Cane  Creek . 

‘About  3,900  feet  downstream  of  Norfolk 

‘654 

‘655 

Southern  railway. 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  21 . . 

‘694 

‘692 

‘634 

‘629 

About  2,650  feet  upstream  of  Shamrock  Road.... 

‘958 

‘958 

Boiling  Springs  Brartch . 

About  1,500  feet  downstream  of  Golden 

‘660 

‘659 

Springs  Road. 

Just  downstream  of  Spring  Valley  Road„ . 

‘698 

‘696 

‘633 

‘630 

Hobson  Creek. 

Just  downstream  of  Ducan  Avenue . 

‘724 

‘724 

‘628 

‘628 

About  400  feet  upstream  of  Choccolocco  Road.^ 

‘834 

‘833 

‘635 

‘632 

About  1,600  feet  upstream  of  McPherson 

‘700 

‘TOO 

Street. 

Maps  avaMabte  for  inspection  at  the  City  of  Armistort.  Anniston.  Alabama. 

Serxf  comments  to  the  HofKxable  William  A.  Robinson,  Mayor,  City  of  Anr^ston,  P.O.  Box  670,  Anniston,  Alabama  36205. 


Unincorporated  Areas  of 

Carte  Creek. . 

Just  dowrtstream  of  Unrtamed  Roed . 

‘588 

‘587 

Calhoun  County. 

Just  downstream  of  15th  Street . . . 

‘737 

‘737 

Just  upstream  of  15lh  Street . 

‘743 

‘742 

About  1,400  feet  upstream  of  Rock  Hollow 

‘824 

‘822 

Road. 

Lerttock  Brartch . . . 

‘645 

‘645 

Just  downstream  of  49th  Street. . . . . 

Norte 

‘698 

‘707 

‘707 

Just  downstream  of  unrtamed  road . 

‘618 

‘817 

South  Branch  (Crarte  Creek)  „... 

At  mouth . . . . 

‘728 

*728 

Just  dowrtstream  of  21st  Street . 

‘758 

•757 

Just  upstream  of  2l8t  Street . 

‘764 

‘762 

Just  dowrtstream  of  Rock  Hollow  Road . 

‘847 

‘846 

‘786 

‘765 

Just  downstream  of  Rock  Hollow  Road _ 

‘813 

‘812 

Cokfwrater  Creek . . . . 

‘582 

About  3,^  feet  upstream  of  Lyrtrte  Drive . . 

Norte 

•691 

Choccolocco  Creek . 

About  3,600  feet  dowrtstream  of  U.S.  Highway 

Norte 

‘595 

About  2,000  feet  upstream  of  Downings  Mill 

Norte 

•656 

Road. 

Snow  Creek . 

‘620 

•619 

431  (dowrtstream  crossirtg). 

About  400  feet  upstream  of  431  (upstream 

*633 

•630 

crossirtg). 

Golden  Srirtgs  Branch . 

‘623 

•622 

About  3.250  feet  upstream  of  Greertbrtar  Drive.. 

‘690 

•690 

Boiling  Sprirtgs  Branch . 

*642 

•642 

About  770  feet  upstream  of  Miller  Larte . 

‘660 

•659 

OeArmanviUe  . . . . 

About  450  feet  downstream  of  Irtterstate  20 . 

‘624 

•623 

About  375  feet  upstream  of  Choccolocco  Road. 

*833 

•832 

Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  the  Calhoun  County  EMA.  25  West  11th  Street,  Anniston.  Alabama. 

Send  comments  to  the  Honorable  James  L  Bennett  Director,  County  EMA.  25  West  1 1th  Street,  Annistoa  Alabama  36201-4584. 
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State 

Oty/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#Oepth  in 
i  ground.  *Ele' 
(NG 

Existing 

feet  above 
ration  in  feet 
V(^ 

Modified 

Maps  available  for  inspc 
Serxl  comments  to  The 

iction  at  City  of  Oxford,  Oxf( 
Honorable  Leon  Smith,  Ma; 

ard,  Alabama. 

^or.  City  of  Oxford,  P.O.  Box  338: 

Just  upstream  of  Abandorfed  Railroad . 

3,  Oxford,  Alabama  36203. 

Nor)e  1 

*590 

Arizona . 

1  Navajo  County.... . 

1  Little  Colorado  River . ' 

1  At  the  north  section  line  of  Sections  4  and  5  in 

1  *4,825  i 

1  *4.828 

Ruby  Wash . 


Show  Low  Creek.. 


Oklahoma  Rat  Draw.. 


Township  19  north. 

At  Prosperity  Avenue  extended . 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  Highway  40„ . . 

Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  66 . . . 

Approximately  50  feet  downstream  of  Atchison 
Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe  Railroad,  at  the  extreme 
south  corporate  limits  of  the  City  of  Winslow. 

Approximately  4.200  feet  downstream  of 
McHood  Road. 

Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  North  Park 
Drive. 

Approximately  320  feet  downstream  of  North 
Park  Drive  just  north  of  Winslow. 

Approximately  1.57  miles  upstream  of  U.S. 
Highway  60  bridge. 

Just  upsrtream  of  Jaques  Dam . 

Approximately  10,800  feet  upstream  of  Jaques 
Dam. 

Approximately  8,400  feet  downstream  of  Zane 
Grey  Boulevard. 

At  rrorthem  most  loop  Of  Zane  Grey  Bouleva.'^d  . 

Just  upstream  of  State  Route  260 . 

Approximately  220  feet  upstream  of  Crooks 
Tran. 


*4,825 

*4,855 

*4,857 


*4,858 

*4,825 

*4,831 

*4,835 

*6,346 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 


4.828 

4.856 

4.858 


4,859 

4.828 

4.831 

4,834 

6,347 

6.577 

6607 

6,489 

6,545 

6.996 

6,602 


Maps  are  available  for  review  at  the  Navajo  Courrty  Engineering  Department  County  Complex,  South  Highway  77,  Holbrook,  Arizona. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Percy  Deal,  Chairman.  Navajo  County  Board  of  Supervisors,  County  Complex.  South  Highway  77  (100  East  Carter  Drive),  P.O. 
Box  668,  Holbrook,  Arizona  86025.  >  , 


Arizona.. 


Pima  County 
Unincorporated  Areas. 


Santa  Cnrz  River.. 


Canada  Del  Oro. 


Approximately  4,400  feet  (kMmstream  of  Pinal- 
Pima  County  Line. 

At  Pinal-Pima  County  Line . 

Just  upstream  of  Trico  Road . 

Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  Trico- 
Marana  Road. 

Approximately  6,400  feet  downstream  of  Sand¬ 
ers  Road. 

Approximately  2,800  feet  upstream  of  Sanders 
Road. 

Appriximately  11,000  feet  upstream  of  Sanders 
Road. 

Approximately  10,000  feet  downstream  of  Avra 
Valley  Road. 

At  Avra  Valley  Road . 

Approximuitely  100  feet  upstream  of  Cortaro 
Road  (relocated). 

At  Ina  Road . . . 

At  the  confluence  of  Canada  Del  Oro . 

Approximately  2,100  feet  upstream  of  Sunset 
Road. 

Approximately  3,300  feet  upstream  of  Valencia 
Road. 

Approximately  4,500  feet  upstream  of  Valencia 
Road. 

Approxinrately  5,700  feet  downstream  of  San 
Xavier  Road. 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  19  Northbound . 

Approximately  175  feet  downstream  of  Magee 
Road. 

Approximately  1.000  feet  upstream  of  Magee 
Road. 

Approximately  2,100  feet  downsteam  of  La 
Cholla  Boulevard. 

Approximately  375  feet  downstream  of  La 
Cholla  Boulevard. 

Approximately  375  feet  upstream  of  La  Cholla 
Boulevard. 

Approximately  50  feet  downstream  of  Overton 
Road. 


Approximately 

Road. 

2.800 

feet 

upstream 

of 

1  Approximately 

4,600 

feet 

upstream 

of 

Road. 


None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

*1,981 

*2.005 

*2,037 

*2,065 

*2,147 

*2,171 

*2,192 

*2.221 

*2.463 

*2,464 

*2.470 

None 

*2.292 

*2.309 

*2.350 

*2.361 

*2.368 

*2.386 

None 

None 


•  *1,866 

*1,875 

*1.909 

*1,937 

*1.964 

*1.985 

*2.012 

*2.037 

*2.069 

*2,143 

*2.168 

*2.190 

*2.221 

*2.470 

*2.472 

*2.475 

•2.501 

*2.292 

*2.302 

*2,346 

*2.360 

*2.369 

*2.386 

*2,743 

*2,813 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#Depth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ‘Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

Approximately  6,400  feet  upstream  of  hia 

None 

*2,883 

Road. 

Approximately  8,200  feet  upstream  of  Ina 

Norte 

*2,969 

Road  (at  Coronado  National  Forest  Bounds- 

ry)- 

At  La  Cholla  Boulevard . 

*2,257 

*2,257 

Just  Downstream  of  Flowing  Wells  Road . 

*2,281 

*2,278 

Approxirrtately  1,100  feet  dowrrstream  of  North 

*2,297 

*2,294 

Oracle  Road  (U.S.  Highway  80,  89). 

Approximately  2,600  feet  upstream  of  North 

*2,329 

*2,327 

First  Avenue. 

Approximately  250  feet  upstream  of  Dodge 

*2,385 

*2,383 

Boulevard. 

Just  downstream  of  Swan  Road . 

*2,408 

*2,406 

At  the  confluence  with  Pantano  Wash  and 

*2,429 

2,431 

Tanque  Verde  Oeek. 

At  the  confluerK^e  with  Tanque  Verde  Creek . 

*2,498 

*2,492 

Approximately  0.82  mile  above  the  confluence 

*2,507 

*2,510 

with  Tanque  Verde  Creek. 

Approximatefy  1.57  miles  above  the  confluence 

*2,525 

*2,525 

with  Tanque  Verde  Creek. 

Tanque  Verde  Creek . 

At  the  confluence  with  Rillito  Creek  and  Part- 

*2,429 

*2,431 

tano  Wash. 

Approximately  50  feet  upstream  of  North  Cray- 

*2,432 

*2,433 

croft  Road. 

Approximately  0.6  mile  (3,175  feet)  upstream 

*2,445 

*2,444 

of  North  Craycroft  Road. 

Approximately  0.36  mile  (1,900  feet)  dowrt- 

*2,457 

*2,457 

stream  of  the  confluence  with  Ventana 

Canyon  Wash. 

Maps  are  available  for  review  at  the  Pima  County  Department  of  Trarrsportation  and  Flood  Control  District.  Public  Works  Building,  201  North  Stone  Avenue, 
Tucson,  Arizona. 

Send  comments  to  The  HorK>rable  Reg  Morrisoa  Chairman,  Pima  County  Board  of  Supervisors,  130  West  Congress  Street,  11th  Floor,  Tucson.  Arizona  85701. 


City  of  Wmsiow  Navajo 
County. 

!view  at  City  Hall,  21  Willian 
Honorable  Bill  Elzey,  Mayor 

Little  Colorado  River . 

In  tine  with  a  projection  of  Maple  Street  ad 
Oak  Road  past  the  levee. 

Approximately  400  feet  upstream  of  Highway 
66. 

Approximately  500  feet  dowrtstream  of  North 
Park  Drive. 

Just  downstream  of  North  Drive . 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  40  westbound . 

At  the  intersection  of  Cherry  Street  and  Colora¬ 
do  Avenue. 

Avenue,  Winslow,  Arizona  86047. 

*4,850 

*4,858 

*4,836 

*4,842 

*4,846 

None 

*4,852 

*4,859 

*4,834 

*4,839 

4,843 

#1 

Maps  are  available  for  rc 
Sertd  comments  to  The 

Ruby  Wash . . 

ison  Avertue,  Winslow,  Arizona. 
City  of  Winslow,  21  Williamson 

Approximately  2.05  river  miles  downstream  of 

*245 

*246 

County. 

Interstate  Route  440. 

^^jproxinrately  1.75  river  miles  upstream  of 

*265 

*263 

confluence  with  Little  Maumelle  River. 

*247 

*249 

Approximately  0.7  mile  upstream  of  State 

None 

*318 

Route  5. 

None 

*257 

Approximately  1.1  miles  downstream  of  Union 

*273 

*272 

Pacific  Railroad. 

*261 

Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  Baseline 

None 

*278 

Road. 

RekJ  Creek . 

Approximately  0.2  river  mile  downstream  of 

*264 

*263 

confluence  of  Field  Creek  Tributary. 

Approximately  250  feet  upstream  of  Senate 

None 

*277 

Drive. 

*263 

Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  Geyen 

None 

*269 

Springs  Road. 

*265 

*264 

Approximately  0.28  mile  upstream  of  Chicot 

None 

*295 

Road. 

*275 

Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  Yorkwood 

None 

*283 

Drive. 

*257 

*258 

*530 

*487 

ence  with  Rock  Creek. 
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State 


Oty/town/county 


Source  ot  flooding 


Rock  Creek  Tributary  1 _ 


Grassy  f=la[t . 


Brodie  Creek _ _ 


Pvidrer  Branch. 


Voung  Creek _ 


CtoverDale.. 


Location 


Nash  Creek - 


Nash  Creek  Tributary 


McHertry  Creek . 
Otter  Creek . 


Cattagahan  Branch . 
Crooked  Creek . . 


Maw  Branch.. 


Taylor  Loop  Creek. 


Good  Earth  Drain... 


Sooth  Loop - 

South  Loop  Spot. 


Ison  Creek _ _ 


Little  Maumefle  Wver.. 


Norte 


Approximately  0.56  mile  upstream  of  Chenal 
Valley  Parkway. 

At  confluertce  with  Rock  Creek . 

Approximately  0.12  mile  upstream  of  Chenal 
VaHey  Parkway. 

Al  conSuetKe  with  Rook  Creek . . . 

At  Pleasant  Valley  Drive . 

At  cortfiuertoe  with  Pourche  Creek . . . 

Approximately  .43  river  mile  upstream  of 
Bowman  Road. 

At  confluence  with  Brodie  Creek . 

Approximately  1.0  river  mile  upstream  of 
Bowman  Road. 

At  confluertce  with  Fourche  Creek . 

Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  Union  Pa¬ 
cific  Rakroad. 

At  confluence  with  Young  Creek . . . 

Approximately  0.5  river  mile  upstream  of  Union 
Pacific  Railroad. 

At  confluerKe  with  Fourche  Creek . 

Approximately  50  feet  upstream  of  Urtion  Pacif¬ 
ic  Rakroad. 

Confluerrce  vrith  Nash  Creek _ _ _ 

Approximately  50  feet  upstream  of  Mabelvale 
West  Road. 

Confhjertce  with  Fourche  Creek . 

Upstream  corporate  limits . . 

Confluence  vrith  Fourche  Creek . . . 

Approximately  300  feet  upstream  of  corporate 
limits. 

Confhence  with  Fourche  Creek . 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limits . 

Confluence  vrith  Fourche  Creek . 

At  State  Route  111 . . . . . 

Confluence  with  Fourche  Creek . . . 

Approximately  1,848  feet  upstream  of  State 
Route  5. 

At  the  Missouri-Kansas-TeKas  Railroad . 

Approximately  820  feet  upstream  of  Pleasant 
Valley  Place. 

Confluence  with  Taylor  Loop  Creek . 

Approximately  280  feet  upstream  of  Private 
Road. 

Confluence  with  Taylor  Loop  Creek . 

At  Divergence  from  Taylor  Loop  Creek . 

At  the  confluence  with  South  Loop . - . 

At  Divergence  from  South  Loop . 

Approximately  0.3  mke  upstream  of  confluertoe 
Mrith  Taylor  Loop. 

Approximately  0.98  mile  upstream  of  conflu¬ 
ence  with  Taylor  Loop  Cr^. 

At  corrfluence  with  Arkansas  River . . . . 

Approximately  2.7  miles  upstream  of  conflu- 
ertce  of  Ta^or  Loop  Creek. 

Maps  avakabie  for  inspection  at  the  Public  Works  Building,  room  111.  701  West  Markham,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Sharon  PriesL  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Lihie  Rock.  Pulaski  County,  500  West  Markham,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas  72201. 


#Oepth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ’Elevation  In  feet 
(NGVD) 


Exieling 


None 

None 

*332 

•455 

*264 

•338 

*315 

*400 

*265 

None 

Norte 

Norte 

*268 

*310 

Norte 

Norte 

•278 

*313 

*285 

*314 

*292 

*338 

*300 

*315 

*287 

*303 

*268 

None 

Norte 

Norte 

*266 


Modified 


Norte 

Norte 

*266 

Norte 

*2^ 

*266 


Approximately  750  feet  downstream  of  Ash 

None 

(urtincorporated  areas). 

Street. 

At  Ash  Street . . . 

None 

Approximately  1,100  feet  upstream  of  Main 

Norte 

StreeL 

Approximately  1,500  feet  downstream  of  Main 

None 

Street. 

Just  upstream  of  Main  Street . 

None 

Approximateiy  680  feet  upstream  of  Main 

None 

Street. 

Just  downstream  of  McOoweR  Street . . 

Norte 

At  Main  Street . . . 

’None 

Approximately  500  feet  upstream  of  Adtn 

None 

Street 

*548 

*511 

*553 

•331 

*454 

•266 

*337 

*316 

*395 

*268 

*280 

*272 

*286 

*273 

*308 

*290 

•303 

*280 

*311 

*288 

*312 

*293 

*337 

*298 

*314 

*290 

*305 

*264 

*431 

*280 

*287 

*264 


*280 

*295 

*264 

*267 

•262 

*264 


*4,198 

*4,199 

*4,203 

*4,199 

*4,204 

*4,206 

*4,199 

*4,200 

*4.204 


Maps  are  available  for  review  at  the  Modoc  Courtly  Oepartmerk  of  Public  Works,  202  West  Fourth  StreeL  Alturas,  Caiiforrtta. 

Send  comrrtents  to  The  HonoraWe  John  Schrieber,  Chairman,  Modoc  County  Board  of  Commissioners,  P.O.  Box  131,  204  South  Court  Alturas,  Cakfomia  96i0i. 


ra!;;r.rnia 

Approximately  300  feet  downstream  of  Main 

•None 

*407 

^ . 1 

^eeL 

1 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  Highway  5 . 

Norte 

*410 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#  Depth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ‘Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

At  the  confluence  of  South  Fork  Cottonwood 

None 

*435 

Creek. 

Approximately  6,400  feet  upstream  of  the  con- 

None 

*444 

1 

fluence  o1  South  Fork  Cottonwood  Creek. 

Maps  are  available  for  review  al  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  1855  Placer  Street,  Redding.  California. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Michael  Johnson,  Chief  Executive  Officer.  1500  Court  Street,  Redding.  California  96001. 


City  of  Taft  Kem  County  ... 

At  the  east  corporate  limits,  approximately 

None 

*797 

2,900  feet  downstream  of  State  Highway 

i 

119. 

Approximately  80  feet  downstream  of  State 

None 

*850 

Highway  119. 

Just  upstream  of  Emmons  Road . 

None 

*930 

At  State  Highway  33 . 

None 

*1,019 

At  the  western  corporate  limits,  approximately 

None 

*1,064 

2,000  feet  upstream  of  State  Highway  33. 

North  Sandy  Creek . 

Approximately  1,260  feet  downstream  of  Air- 

None 

*736 

port  Road,  at  the  corporate  limits. 

At  Airport  Road .  . 

None 

‘764 

Approximately  1,150  feet  upstream  of  Airport 

None 

*778 

Road,  at  the  north  corporate  limits. 

Maps  are  available  for  review  at  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  209  East  Kern  Street,  Taft,  California. 
Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Gail  Shuck,  209  East  Kern  Street,  Taft,  California  93268. 


Dibble  Creek . 

Just  upstream  of  McCoy  Road . 

None 

At  Westgate  Road  extended . . . 

None 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  36 . . . 

None 

Approximately  800  feet  upstream  of  the  road 

None 

leading  to  Brickyard  Creek. 

Cottonwood  Creek . 

Approximtately  300  feet  downstream  of  Main 

None 

Street. 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  Highway  5 . 

None 

Just  upstream  of  Southern  Pacific  Railroad . 

None 

Approximately  6,400  feet  upstream  of  the  con- 

None 

fluence  of  South  Fork  Cottonwood  Creek. 

Creek. 

Just  upstream  of  Evergreen  Road . 

None 

Approximately  7,430  feet  upstream  of  Ever- 

None 

green  Road. 

■* 

At  Draper  Road . 

None 

Approxintately  100  feet  downstream  of 

None 

Bowman  Road. 

Approximately  800  feet  upstream  of  Bowman 

None 

Road. 

•327 

•403 

*452 

*487 

*407 

*410 

*411 

*444 

*435 

*446 

*460 

*422 

*429 

*443 

*447 


Maps  are  available  for  review  at  the  Building  Department  Office,  County  Courthouse  Annex.  633  Washington  Street,  Red  Bluff,  California. 
Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Burt  Bundy,  Chairman,  Board  of  Supervisors,  633  Washington  Street,  Red  Bluff,  California  96080. 


Douglas  County 
Unincorporated  Areas. 

At  Douglas/Arapahoe  County  line,  approxi¬ 
mately  4,450  feet  downstream  of  Cotton- 

*5,710 

*5,710 

wood  Drive. 

Approximately  400  feet  downstream  of  Lincoln 

*5,776 

*5,776 

Avenue. 

Approximately  2,900  feet  upstream  of  the  con- 

*5,844 

*5,845 

fluence  of  KDA  Tributary. 

Approximately  3,440  feet  downstream  of  the 

*5,859 

*5,860 

confluence  with  Oak  Gulch. 

Approximately  500  feet  upstream  of  Stroh 

*5,906 

*5,907 

Avenue. 

Approximately  400  feet  upstream  of  the  conflu- 

*5,909 

*5,909 

ence  vnth  Lemon  Gulch. 

Maps  are  available  for  review  at  the  Douglas  County  Department  of  Public  Works,  3030  North  Industrial  Way,  Castle  Rock,  Colorado. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Chris  Christensen.  Chairman.  Douglas  County  Board  of  Commissioners,  101  Third  Street.  Castle  Rock,  Colorado  80104. 


Just  upstream  of  Larimer  County  Road  32  East  .. 

None 

At  Greeley  Canal  #2  Diversion  Structure . 

None 

Just  upstream  of  Harmony  Road . 

*4,840 

At  Horsetooth  Road . 

*4,858 

Cache  La  Poudre  River-Inter- 

At  the  confluence  with  the  Cache  La  Poudre 

None 

state  Highway  25  Divided 

River. 

Flow. 

4,788 

4,800 

4.817 
4,842 
4,855 

4.818 


At  Larimer  County  Road  36  East 


None 


■4.833 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  floodmg 

location 

#Oepth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ‘Elevation  m  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

j 

1 

Approximately  2,250  feet  upstream  of  Harmony 
Road,  at  the  divergence  from  the  Cache  La 
Poudre  River. 

None  1 

*4.850 

Maps  are  available  for  review  at  tbe  Larimer  County  Engineering  Department  218  West  Mountain  Avetuie,  Fort  CoUms,  Colorada 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Courtlyn  W.  Hotchkiss,  Chairman.  L»imer  County  Board  of  Commissioners.  P.O.  Box  1190.  Fort  CoHins,  Colorado  80522. 


Town  of  Parker,  Dou^as 
County. 

Cherry  Creek. 

•5,716 

*5,716 

tonwood  O^e. 

Approximately  260  feet  upstream  of  Cotton¬ 
wood  Drive. 

•5,731 

*5,730 

Approximately  320  feet  upstream  of  State 
Highway  East  470. 

Jtist  upstream  of  Lincoln  Avertue . 

*5,748 

**5,778 

*5,814 

*5,754 

*5,785 

*5,813 

Approximately  180  feet  upstream  of  West 
Parker  Road. 

Approximately  1,120  feet  upstream  of  the  con¬ 
fluence  with  Sulphur  Gulch. 

*5,818 

*5,819 

Approximately  3,680  feet  upstream  with  the 
confluence  with  Koa  TrtouUuy. 

*5,846 

*5,848 

1 

Just  downstream  of  Sboh  Avenue . . j 

*5,902 

*5,903 

Maps  are  available  tor  review  at  Town  HaN,  20120  East  Mam  Street,  Parker,  Colorado. 

Serto  comments  to  The  Horwrable  Ann  Waterman,  Mayor,  Town  of  Parker,  20120  East  Main  Street  Parker,  Colorado  80134. 


Delaware . J  Delaware  City,  City  New  Delaware  River _ _ _ _  Entire  shoreline  withm  community . .  *9  *10 

I  Castle  Courtty.  II  II 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  HaU,  407  Clinton  Street  Delaware  City,  Delaware 


Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Peggy  Sterling.  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Delaware  City,  New  Castle  County.  PX).  Box  4159,  Delaware  City.  Delaware  19706. 


Florida . 

City  of  Gainesville, 

Hogtown  Creek  Tributary  1 _ 

About  1,600  feet  upstream  of  Northwest  36th 

*113 

*113 

Alachua  County. 

Street 

Just  downstream  of  Northwest  36th  Drive _ _ 

*115 

*116 

Just  upstream  of  Northwest  36th  Drive _ 

*115 

*122 

Just  downstream  of  Northwest  53rd  Avenue _ 

None 

*155 

Just  upstream  of  Northwest  53rd  Avenue . 

None 

*167 

Just  upstream  of  Culvort . . 

Norw 

*180 

Just  downstream  of  Northwest  62nd  Avenue . 

None 

*182 

About  800  feet  upstream  of  Northwest  68th 

None 

*191 

Avenue. 

*142 

*140 

> 

About  500  feet  upstream  of  mouth. . . 

*143 

•143 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Qty  of  Gainesville,  Gainesville,  Florid 

• 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Rodney  J.  Lortg,  Mayor,  City  of  GamesviUe,  P.O. 

Box  490,  GainesviUe,  Fkxtda  32602. 

Just  downstream  of  West  Fayetteville  Road _ J 

*920 

*920 

Fulton  and  Clayton 

1 

Counties. 

Just  upstream  of  West  Fayetteville  Road . 

*927 

*930 

Just  downstream  of  Sullivan  Road . 

*931 

*931 

*943 

*943 

About  400  feet  downstream  of  Interstate  85 _ _ 

None 

*943 

About  400  feet  upstream  of  Interstate  85 . 

None 

*955 

*966 

Just  downstream  of  downstream  crossing  of 

None 

*971 

Embassy  Drive. 

Just  upstream  of  downstream  crossing  of  Em- 

None 

*984 

bassy  Drive. 

Just  upstream  of  upstream  crossing  of  Embas- 

None 

*991 

sy  Drive. 

Just  upstream  of  Edtson  Road.- . . .  . 

None 

*994 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  of  College  Park.  Inspection  and  Engineering  Department  3667  Main  Street  College  Park,  Georgia 
Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  T.  Owen  Smith,  Mayor,  City  of  College  Park,  P.O.  Box  F,  College  Park,  Georgia  30337. 


City  of  Kenr^saw,  Cobb 

Butler  Cr«i4r . . . 

About  0.6  mile  downstream  of  Pine  Mountain 

*973 

*974 

County.  1 

Road. 

Just  downstream  of  Pine  Mountain  Road..— . 

*989 

*994 

Just  upstream  of  Pine  Mountain  Road . J 

*997 

*997 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  HaN,  Building  Inspector's  Office,  2529  J.O.  Stephertson  Avenue,  Kennesaw,  Georgia 

Send  comments  to  The  HorKKable  J.O.  Stephensort  Mayor,  City  of  Kertnesaw,  2529  J.O.  Stephenson  Avenue,  Kennesaw.  Georgia  30144 


*971 

*971 

Cobb  Courrty. 

Road. 

Just  downstream  of  Pine  Mountain  Road . 

*989 

*994 
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State 

Crty/town/counfy 

Source  of  flooding 

1 

Location 

HI  Depth  in  feet  above 
ground.  *Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Cobb  County  Oevelopn>ent  &  Inspection  Department,  tOO  CheroKee  Street,  Marietta,  Georgia 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Philip  Secrist,  Chairman,  Cobb  County  Board  of  Commissiorrers,  Cobb  County  Administrative  Building,  10  East  ParK  Square, 
Suite  510,  Marietta,  Georgia  30090-9602. 


*608 

*613 

Kankakee  County. 

Iroquois  River . 

Within  community . 

None  j 

*613 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Village  Hall,  118  West  Front  Street,  Aroma  Park,  Illinois. 

Send  comments  to  the  Honorable  Norman  Grimsiey,  Village  President,  Village  of  Aroma  Park,  Village  Hall,  Box  117,  118  West  Front  Street,  Aroma  Park,  Illinois 
60910-0017. 


Illinois . 


City  of  Kankakee, 
Kankakee  County. 

*597 

About  1.0  mile  upstream  of  confluence  of 

*607 

Baker  Creek. 

About  650  feet  downstream  of  Brookmont 

*625 

Boulevard. 

About  0.82  mile  upstream  of  Kinzie  Avenue . 

None 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Qty  Hall,  Indiana  Avenue  at  Oak,  Kankakee,  Illinois. 

Send  comment  to  the  Hornirable  Russell  E.  Johnson,  Mayor,  City  of  Kankakee,  City  Hall,  Irrdiana  Avenue  at  Oak,  Kankakee,  Illinois  60901-0495. 


Illinois . 


Unincorporated  Areas  of 
Kankakee  County. 

At  County  Route  20 . 

*556 

At  State  boundary . 

*630 

*612 

About  3.60  miles  upstream  of  mouth . 

About  3000  feet  downstream  of  Interstate  57 . 

*613 

*628 

About  2100  feet  upstream  of  footbridge . 

None 

*597 

*612 

*627 

*631 

*555 

*631 

*613 

*613 

*629 

*637 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Kankakee  County  Planning  Department,  Room  200,  Kankakee,  Illinois. 

Send  comment  to  the  Honorable  KendaH  O.  Wenzetmart,  County  Board  Chairman,  Kankakee  County.  189  East  Court  Street,  Kankakee,  Illinois  60901-0495 


About  0.52  mile  downstream  of  Dixie  Highway.... 

*615 

*620 

Kankakee  County. 

1 

About  400  feet  upstream  of  Union  Pacific  Rail- 

*620 

*623 

road. 

*618 

*620 

About  650  feet  upstream  of  Union  Pacific  Rail- 

*620 

*623 

road. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Oty  Hall,  123  West  River  Street,  Momence,  Illinois. 

Serrd  comment  to  The  Honorable  H  Rex  W.  Peterson,  Mayor,  City  of  Momence,  City  Hall,  123  West  River  Street,  Momence,  Illinois  60954-1598. 


Illinois . 


Village  of  Sun  River 
Terrace,  Kankakee 
County. 


Kankakee  River.. 


Within  community . 


*611 


*617 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Halt,  Route  6,  P.O.  St.  Anne,  Illinois  60964-0200. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Casey  Wade,  Village  President,  Village  of  Sun  River  Terrace,  Village  Hall,  Route  6,  Box  200A,  P.O.  St.  Anne,  Illinois  60964- 
0200. 


Indiana. 


Unincorporated  Areas  of 
Wamck  County. 


Bluegrass  Creek.. 
Pigeon  Creek . 


Just  upstream  of  Heckel  Road.. 


About  3000  feet  upstream  of  North  800  Road  ... 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  164 . 

About  1.6  miles  downstream  of  West  1025 
Road. 


None 

None 

None 

*386 


*385 

*410 

*385 

*386 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Warrick  County  Planning  commission,  Boonville,  Indiana. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Cletis  Bradshaw,  President,  Board  of  Commissioners,  Warrick  County,  County  Courthouse,  room  105,  Boonville,  Indiana  47609. 


Iowa.. 


City  of  Davenport,  Scott 

Mississippi  River . 

About  2.4  miles  downstream  of  Interstate  280 .... 

*565 

County. 

About  1.8  miles  upstream  of  U  S.  Government 

*570 

Bridge. 

*566 

About  450  feet  downstream  of  Homestead 

*566 

Avenue. 

*563 

*568 


*564 

*566 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  of  Davenport.  Division  of  Community  and  Economic  Development,  226  West  Fourth  Street.  Davenport.  Iowa. 


Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Thomas  W.  Hart,  Mayor,  City  of  Davenport,  226  West  Fourth  Street,  Davenport,  Iowa  52801. 


L-i. 

Alpena  Township, 

Alpena  County. 

Shallow  flooding  from  Lake 
Huron  (Thunder  Bay). 

About  3,400  feet  north  of  intersection  of  Cran¬ 
berry  Creek  Road  and  U  S.  23,  and  100  feet 
east  of  U.S.  23. 

None 

#1 

About  230  feet  east  of  intersection  of  Cranber¬ 
ry  Creek  Road  and  U.S.  23. 

None 
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Crty/town/county 


Source  of  ftoodir^ 


Lake  Huron  (Thunder  Bay) .  Along  Thunder  Bay  shoreline  Irom  about  6.800  I 

feet  north  o(  irttersection  o(  Cranberry  Creek 
Road  aiHt  U.S.  23,  down  to  southernmost 
township  limit. 

About  2,000  feet  east  of  intersection  Island 
Drive  and  U.S.  23,  on  Island  Drive. 


fOepth  in  feet  above 
grourtd.  ’Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Existif^ 


None 


Modified 


*588 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Township  Hall,  Butiding  Inspectors  Office,  Alpena.  Michigan. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Roger  B.  Phillips,  Township  Supendsor,  Township  of  Alpena,  4385  U.S.  23  North.  Alpena.  Michigan  49707. 


Township  of  Greenbush. 

Lake  Huron . 

Along  entire  shoreline  from  northernmost  towrr- 

None 

Alcona  County 

ship  limit  down  to  southemrrrost  township 
limit. 

Shallow  flooding  (from  lake 

Between  100  feet  arxl  150  feet  east  of  U.S. 

None 

Huron). 

Highway  23,  about  4000  feet  south  of  Inter¬ 
section  of  Huron-Cedar  Road  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  23. 

Maps  avajiable  for  inspection  at  the  Township  of  Greenbush,  3731  South  U.S.  23,  Greenbush.  Michigan. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Edward  Roddy,  Township  Supervisor.  Township  of  Greenbush.  3731  South  U.S.  23.  P.O.  Box  54,  Greenbush  Michigan  48738. 


*585 

Bay  County. 

of  mou^  of  Railroad  Drain,  to  intersection  of 

Brissette  Beach  Road  and  Boutell  Road. 

At  intersection  of  Cottage  Grove  Road  and 

*585 

Brissette  Beach  Road. 

Railroad  Drain . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Detroit  and  Mackinac  Rail- 

*585 

road. 

Just  upstream  of  Conrail . 

*586 

Rosebush  Drain _ _ 

Within  community . 

*585 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Township  of  Kawkawlin  Administration  Building,  1836  East  Parish  Road,  Kawkawlin,  Michigart 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Lloyd  Pajot,  Township  Supervisor.  Township  of  Kawkawlin.  Administration  Building.  1836  East  Parish  Road. 
Michigan  48631. 


lichigan . . . r_ .  Township  of  Pinconning.  Pinconning  Rtver .  At  mouth .  *585 

Bay  County. 

About  2100  feet  downstream  of  Pinconning  *586 

Road. 

Saginaw  Bay . . .  Along  shoreline  at  Lapan  Road .  *585 

I  Along  shoreline  just  north  of  Town  Line  Road....i  *585 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Bw  Township  Hall,  1751,  East  Cody-Espey  Road,  Pinconning,  Michigan. 

Send  comments  to  The  Hor>orable  Sharon  Stahlsberg.  Township  Supervisor,  Township  of  Pinconning.  Township  Hall.  1751  East  Cody-Espey  Road.  P.O. 
Pinconning.  Michigan  46650. 


.  Township  of  Sims, 

Lake  Huron  Saginaw  Bay  - . 

About  270  feet  due  east  of  intersection  of 

*584 

*588 

Arenac  County. 

Michigan  Avenue  and  Tonkey  Road. 

Along  Saginaw  Bay  shoreline  from  intersection 

*584 

*585 

of  Michigan  Avenue  and  Tonkey  Road,  to 
about  500  feet  southwest  of  mouth  of  Driwitt 

Drain  at  Saginaw  Bay. 

Shallow  Flooding  from  Lake 

About  300  feet  south  of  intersection  of  Nancy 

*584 

#2 

Huron/Saginaw  Say. 

Street  and  Michigan  Avenue. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Township  of  Sims,  650  Tonkey  Road,  Au-Gres,  Michigan. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Alvin  Humped,  Sr.,  Township  Supervisor,  Towrrship  of  Sims,  650  Tonkey  Road.  Au-Gres,  Michigan  48703. 

Mississippi .  City  of  Fulton,  Itawamba  Tennessee  Tombigbee  Water-  About  3500  feet  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway 

County.  way.  78. 

Just  downstream  of  Lock  C . 

Just  upstream  of  Lock  C . 

About  t  .6  miles  upstream  of  Main  Street . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  213  West  Wiygul  Street  Fulton,  Mississippi. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Charlie  McCarthy,  Mayor,  City  of  Fulton,  City  Hall,  213  West  Wiygul  Street  Fulton.  Mississippi  38843 


Missouri . . .  City  of  St.  Charles,  St. 

Charles  County. 


Sandfod  Oeek . J  About  2,600  feet  downstream  of  EWman  Road... 


Just  downstream  of  Interstate  70 . . . . 

West  Sandfod  Creek .  At  mouth . . . 

About  1,400  feet  upstream  of  Harry  S.  Truman 
Road. 

Cole  Creek .  Just  upstream  of  Interstate  70 . 

Just  downstream  of  Muegge  Road... . . 


I 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#Depth  in  feet  above 
grourrd.  *  Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

Maps  for  trwpecfion  at  the  City  HaU,  200  North  Seooitd  Street  St  Charles,  Missouri. 

Sefxt  comments  to  The  Honorabie  Grace  Nichofs,  Mayor,  City  of  St  Charles,  City  Halt,  200  North  Second  Street  St  Chartes,  Missouri  63366. 


Missouri. 


UnifKorporated  Areas  of  Missouri  River . 

St.  Cfwries  Courtly. 

Femme  Osage  Creek . 

Little  Dardenne  Creek . 

Sams  Creek . . . 

McCoy  Creek  Tributary . 

McCoy  Creek . . . . . 

Dry  Branch- . . . 

Cunningham  Branch . 

Kraut  Ron . . . . . 

Peruque  Creek . . . 

Big  Oeek - - 

Cutvre  Creek _ 

Schole  Creek . . . . 

Tribtuary  No.  15 . . 

Trbutary  No.  13 _ _ 

West  Branch  Tributary . 

Belieau  Creek . . . . 

St  Paul  Tributary . . 

Tributary  No.  7 . . 

Baltic  Creek . . . . 

Tributary  No.  9 ..._ . 

Crooked  Creek  . . 

East  Branch  Tributary  B . 

Tribuitary  A _ _ 

Tributary  No.  4 . . . . . 

Tributary  No.  3 _ 

Tributary  Na  2 . . 

Tributary  No.  1 . . 

Whiles  Branch  Tributey . . 

Whiles  Branch . . 

Spencer  Creek  . . . 

Duckett  Creek . . 


At  mouth. 


•435 


*436 


At  upstream  county  boundary . 

At  it¥Xith . . . 

At  County  Highway  T . . . . 

At  mouth . 

Just  dowrrstream  of  Morrison  Lane . . . 

About  0.37  mile  downstream  of  Point  Prairie 
Road. 

At  county  boundary . . . 

About  700  feet  upstream  of  mouth.„ . 

Just  upstream  of  Point  Prairie  Hoad . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Point  Prairie  Road . 

Just  downstream  of  County  Highway  W . 

About  0.43  mile  dowrtstream  of  U.S.  Highway 
61. 

Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  61 . . 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  61 . . . 

Just  downstream  of  Point  Prairie  Road _ 

Just  upstream  of  Point  Prairie  Road . 

At  mouth . . . 

About  1.87  miles  upstream  of  Schwede  Road . 

At  mouth . . . . . 

Just  downstream  of  dam . 

Just  upstream  of  dam..._ . 

Just  downstream  of  County  Highway  DD . 

About  1,500  feet  downstream  of  State  Highway . 

Just  doemstream  of  Church  Street . 

At  mouth _ _ _ _ 

At  upstream  county  boundary.^ . 

At  rrKiuth . . . . 

Just  downstream  of  confluence  of  Big  Creek _ 

At  mouth . . . . 

Just  dowrrstream  of  U.S.  Highway  40 . 

About  0.4  mile  upstream  of  mouth.._ . 

About  0.8  mile  upstream  of  mouth. . . 

At  mouth . . . 

About  1,250  feet  downstream  of  McOuer  Road.. 

At  mouth . . . 

About  1.05  miles  upstream  of  County  Highway 
K. 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  79..- . 

Just  downstream  ofNorfolk  Southern  Railway. _ 

Just  upstream  of  Norfolk  Southern  Railway _ 

About  0.54  mMe  upstream  of  Plackmeier  Drive  ... 

At  mouth . 

About  1,000  feet  dowrrstream  of  St.  Paul  Road .. 

At  mouth . . . - . - . . . 

About  2,450  feet  upabeam  of  mouth . 

Just  upstream  of  mouth . . . - . 

About  1.000  feet  upstream  of  Private  Road . 

At  mouth . 

About  1.900  feet  upstream  of  Gutermudr  Road... 

About  1,200  feet  upstream  of  mouth..- . 

About  2flOO  feat  upstream  of  Of  aNon  Road . 

At  mouth . . . - . 

Just  upstream  of  County  Highway  K..._ . 

Just  upstream  of  mouth . . . 

About  300  feet  upstream  of  Starlight  Drive . 

At  mouth . . . . . 

About  550  feet  upstream  of  Woodstream  Drive .. 

At  motAh _ 

About  0.73  mile  upstream  of  St.  Peters  Roed . 

At  mouth _ _ _ _ _ 

About  1,750  feet  upstream  of  Private  Drive _ 

At  mouth . - . 

About  0.74  mile  above  mouth . 

At  mouth . . - . - . - . - 

About  1.36  miles  upstream  of  rrrouth . 

At  mouth . . . . . 

Just  dowrrstream  of  County  Highway  Y . 

Just  upstream  of  County  Highway  Y . 

At  mouth . 

About  950  leet  upstream  of  Mill  Wood  Drive.--.. 
At  mouth . - . . . 


•485 

None 

None 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

None 

Norre 

Norre 

None 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

None 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Nona 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

None 

Norre 

None 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

None 

None 

Norre 

None 

None 

None 

Norre 

None 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 

Norre 


*486 

•473 

*660 

*553 

*694 

*582 

*740.- 

*500 

*548 

*507 

*589 

•468 

*473 

*482 

*588 

*592 

*538 

*622 

*505 

*505 

*518 

*566 

*444 

*535 

•456 

•479 

*445 

*456 

*482 

*525 

*496 

*503 

*485 

*498 

*490 

*524 

*454 

*463 

*469 

*539 

*444 

*482 

*482 

*489 

*472 

*494 

*479 

*495 

*477 

*492 

*481 

*516 

*470 

*533 

*470 

*505 

*470 

*503 

*465 

*474 

*461 

*461 

*461 

*476 

*452 

•505 

*510 

*443 

*526 

*461 
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Gty/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


fOepth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ’Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Just  upstream  of  Brightwood  Drive . 

Cole  Creek .  At  mouth . . . 

About  1,400  feet  downstream  of  Graystone 
Drive  (downstream  crossing). 

Sandfort  Creek .  At  mouth . ; . 

Just  downstream  of  West  Clay  Road . 

Taylor  Branch .  At  riKtuth . 

About  0.60  mile  upstream  of  South  River  Road .. 

Crystal  Spring  Creek . .  At  mouth . 

About  0.39  mile  upstream  of  mouth . 

Mississippi  River  . .  Just  downstream  of  confluence  of  Missouri 

River. 

At  upstream  county  boundary _ _ 

Darderme  Creek . ! .  Just  upstream  of  Norfolk  Southern  Railway . 

I  At  western  county  boundary . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  County  Administrative  Building,  205  North  Second  Street,  room  305,  St  Charles,  Missouri. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Eugene  C.  Schwendemann,  Presiding  Commissioner,  St  Charles  County,  1 1B  North  Second  Street,  St 
63301. 

Misouri .  ViHage  of  CottlevHle,  St  Crooked  Creek . . .  At  mouth . 

Claries  County 

About  2,800  feet  upstream  of  mouth . 

Dardenne  Geek .  About  900  feet  dowrrstream  of  St  Peters  Cott* 

leville  Road. 

'  About  1 .85  miles  upstream  of  4th  Street . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Halt,  5339  5th  Street  St  Charles,  Missouri. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Stephen  Kochanski,  Chairmaa  Village  of  Cottlevitle,  5339  5th  Street  St  Charles.  Missouri  63303. 


None 

*478 

None 

*443 

Nor>e 

•504 

None 

*443 

None 

*471 

None 

*458 

None 

*458 

None 

*456 

Norte 

*464 

•435 

*436 

*444 

*445 

*447 

*447 

None  < 

*755 

Charles,  Missouri 


Village  of  Dardenne 
Prairie,  St  Charles 
County. 


Tributary  No.  15 . J  Just  upstream  of  Post  Road. 


Schote  Creek .  About  0.5  mile  downstream  of  County  Highway  None 

K.  . 

Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  40 .  None 

Tributary  No.  13 .  At  mouth . None 

About  600  feet  upstream  of  McGuer  Road .  Nor>e 

West  Branch  Tributary  B .  About  0.75  mile  upstream  of  County  Highway  None 

K. 

About  1.63  miles  upstream  of  County  Highway  None 

K. 

Dardenne  Geek .  About  1,600  feet  upstream  of  County  Highway  Nor>e 

I 

!  Just  downstream  of  Henning  Road .  None 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Hall,  2140  Bates  Road.  O'Fallon.  Missouri. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Thomas  White,  Chairman  of  the  Board,  Village  of  Dardenne  Prairie,  2140  Bates  Road,  O'Fallon,  Missouri  63366. 


Missouri .  City  of  O'FaMon.  St. 

Garles  County. 


East  Branch  Tributary  B . i  About  0.64  mile  upstream  of  mouth . 


1  Just  downstream  of  County  Highway  N . 

Tributary  No.  15.... . J  At  mouth . 

I  Just  dowrrstream  of  Post  Road . 

Schote  Geek . J  Atxrut  350  feet  upstream  of  mouth . 

I  Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  40 . 

Tributary  No.  13 . 1  About  500  feet  upstream  of  McCluer  Road . 

!  About  1,700  feet  upstream  of  McCluer  Road . 

West  Branch  Tributary  B . !  Just  downstream  of  County  Highway  K  . . 

j  About  1 .42  miles  above  County  Highway  K . 

Belleau  Geek . :  Just  upstream  from  State  Highway  79 . 

I  Just  downstream  of  Norfolk  Southern  Railway .... 

Just  upstream  of  Norfolk  Southern  Railway . 

About  0.82  mile  above  Plackmeier  Drive . 

Peruque  Geek . !  About  1 ,250  feet  downstream  of  State  Highway 

i  79. 

I  Just  downstream  of  Interstate  70 . 

Mississippi  River . J  Within  community  . . 

Dardenne  Geek . J  About  1.1  miles  upiweam  of  County  Highway 

j  N. 

I  Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  40 . 

Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  138  South  Main  Street,  O'Fallon,  Missouri. 

Send  corrunents  to  The  Honorable  Edward  Griesenauer,  Mayor.  City  of  O'Falton,  Qty  Hall,  138  South  Main  Street,  O'Fallon,  Missouri  63366. 


None 

•483 

None 

•487 

None 

•496 

None 

•552 

None 

•482 

None 

•527 

None 

•508 

None 

•516 

None 

•495 

None 

•538 

•448 

•454 

•462 

•463 

•462 

•469 

None 

•550 

None 

•444 

None 

•491 

None 

•444 

None 

•480 

None 

•502 

Charles  County. 

St.  Paul  Tributary . 

About  1.1  miles  upstream  of  Hoff  Road . 

Just  upstream  of  Old  Highway  79 . 

None 

None 

19570 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#0epth  in  feet  above 
grourtd.  ‘Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

Mississippt  River . . . 

Norte 

Norte 

*491 

*444 

Within  commurtity . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Village  Hall,  St.  Paul,  Missouri. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Vernon  Bauer,  Chairman  of  the  Board,  Village  of  SL  Paul,  P.O.  Box  66053,  St.  Paul,  Missouri  63366. 


Baltic  Creek . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Central  School  Road . 

None 

*473 

Charles  County. 

Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  94 . 

None 

*477 

At  confluertce  of  Tributary  No.  7 . 

Norte 

*483 

East  Brartch  Dardentte  Creek ... 

At  rrtouth . 

None 

*462 

Just  dowrtstream  of  OakhHI  Larte . 

None 

*489 

Just  upstream  of  OakhM  Larte . 

Norte 

*495 

Just  upstream  of  Jarte  Drive . 

Norte 

*495 

Just  downstream  of  Jane  Drive . . . 

Norte 

502 

Just  upstream  of  Willott  Road  _ _ _ 

None 

*505 

*478 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  94 . . . 

None 

*483 

*505 

About  850  feet  upstream  of  Woodstream  Drive .. 

None 

*505 

*483 

About  2,100  feet  upstream  of  ntouth . 

None 

*488 

*478 

About  1,200  feet  dowrtstream  of  Belleau  Creek 

Norte 

*478 

Road. 

*461 

*461 

About  2,900  feet  upstream  of  St.  Peters  Cottle- 

Norte 

*469 

vHte  Road. 

Maps  available  for  inspecbon  at  the  City  HaH,  Orte  St  Peters  Center  Boulevard,  St  Peters,  Missouri. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Thomas  Brown,  Mayor,  City  of  St  Peters,  Orte  St.  Peters  Center  Boulevard,  P.O.  B<n  9,  St  Peters,  Missouri  63376. 


About  2,000  feet  upstream  of  O'Fallon  Fork 

*491 

St  Charles  Coimty. 

Road. 

About  2,700  feet  upstream  of  O'FaHon  Fork 

Norte 

*493 

road. 

Tributary  No.  9 . . 

About  1,900  feet  upstream  of  Gutermuth  Road... 

Norte 

*495 

About  2,900  feet  upstream  of  Gutermuth  Road... 

Norte 

*498 

Missouri  River . . . . 

About  1.9  miles  dowrtsbeam  of  U.S.  Highway 

None 

*466 

61  and  40. 

Just  dowrtstream  of  U.S.  Highway  40 . . 

None 

*467 

Maps  available  for  irtspection  at  the  City  Hal,  5663  Lafayette  Drive,  Weldon  Sprmg,  Missouri 


Sent  contments  to  The  Honorable  Ronald  Grieserfauer,  Mayor,  City  of  Weldon  Spring,  5863  Lafayette  Drive,  Weldon  Sprir>g,  Missouri  63303. 


Missoun. 


City  of  Wentzville,  St. 

Sams  Creek . 

About  0.37  miles  downstream  of  Point  Prairie 

Norte 

Charles  County. 

Road. 

About  0.3  mile  downstream  of  Poirtt  Prairie 

Norte 

Road. 

About  1,800  feet  downstream  of  Pomt  Prairie 

None 

Road. 

•582 

*586 

*482 

*575 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  310  West  Pearce,  Wentzvilte,  Missoun. 


Sent  commertts  to  The  Honorable  Lee  Barton,  Jr.,  Mayor,  City  of  Wentzville,  310  West  Pearce,  P.O.  Box  310,  Wentzville,  Missoun  63385. 


Nevada . 

Douglas  County 

Airport  Wash._ . 

Approximately  5,000  feet  upstream  of  East 

*4,950 

(Irtcorporaled  Areas). 

VaHey  Road. 

At  the  divergence  of  Airport  Wall  overflow . 

None 

*4,970 

Approximately  10,000  feet  upstream  of  East 

None 

*5,022 

Valley  Road. 

Airport  Wash  Overflow . 

Approximately  3,500  feet  upstream  of  Allerrrtan 

None 

*4,878 

Cartel  Reservoir. 

Approximately  7,700  feet  upstream  of  Allerman 

Norte 

*4,944 

Canal  Reservoir,  at  an  unrtamed  road. 

Approxirrtately  8,600  feet  upstream  of  Allerman 

None 

*4,958 

Canal  Reservoir. 

*5,117 

At  Bobwhite  Road . 

None 

*5’l32 

Buckeye  Creek . . . . 

Approximately  1,900  feet  upstream  of  Lower 

None 

*4,760 

Old  Virgirtia  Canal  Road. 

At  Orchard  Road . . 

*4,803 

*4,805 

At  Allerman  Canal . 

None 

*4,853 

At  Stockyard  Road . 

None 

*4,917 

Approximately  8,500  feet  upstream  of  Stock- 

Norte 

*4,995 

yard  Road. 

*4  ft77 

1 

At  Coyote  Road . 

Ncrte 

*4!911 
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Oty/town/coonty 


Source  of  flooding 


#Deptti  in  feet  above 
ground.  ’Elevation  in  feet 
(NQVO) 


Approximately  1,000  feet  upstream  of  Coyote 
Road  Crossing. 

Approximately  250  feet  upstream  of  Calle  Her- 
mosa. 

Cody  Wash .  At  Mart  Lar)e . 

Approximately  1,400  feet  downstream  of 
Homestead  Lane. 

Approximately  4,600  feet  upstream  of  Home¬ 
stead  Lar>e. 

Fish  Springs  Creek .  At  the  confluence  with  Pine  Nut  Creek  Tribu¬ 

tary. 

Approximately  1,500  feet  upstream  of  conflu¬ 
ence  with  Pme  Not  Creek  Tributary. 
Approximately  2,000  feet  upstream  of  conflu¬ 
ence  with  Pine  Nut  Creek  Tributary. 
Approximately  200  feet  east  of  unnamed  north- 
south  road  Vi  mile  east  of  Windmill  Road. 

Gerfoe  Canyon  Creek .  At  the  intersection  of  Genoa  Street  and  Carson 

Street 

Junipef  Road  Wash .  At  the  confluence  with  Buckeye  Creek . 

At  Juniper  Road . 

At  the  confluence  of  Bobwhite  Wash . 

Just  upstream  of  Carlson  Drive . 

Approximately  3,400  feet  upstream  of  Carlson 
Drive. 

Mott  Canyon  Creek . . .  At  State  Highway  19 . 

Pine  Nut  Creek .  Approxintately  1,200  feet  downstream  of  Mel 

Drive. 

At  Mel  Drive . 

Just  upstream  of  Creek  Drive . 

Approximately  3,500  feet  upstream  of  Jacob¬ 
sen  Lane,  at  an  unnamed  road. 

Approximately  10,200  feet  upstream  of  Jacob¬ 
sen  Lane. 

Pine  Nut  Creek  Tributary .  At  the  confluence  with  Pine  Nut  Creek . 

Just  upstream  of  Creek  Drive . 

Just  upstream  of  Windmill  Road . . 

At  Shena  Terrace . 

Approximately  1,900  feet  upstream  of  Shena 
Terrace. 

Pirte  Nut  Road  Wash...._ .  At  East  Valley  Road . 

At  the  confluence  of  Helman  Drive  Wash . 

Approximately  7,000  feet  upstream  of  Pine  Nut 
Drive. 

Schoolhouse  Cartyon  Creek .  Approximately  1,000  feet  upstream  of  Jacks 

Valley  Road. 

Shena  Terrace  Wash .  At  the  confluence  with  Pine  Nut  Creek  Tribu¬ 

tary. 

Approximately  1,500  feet  upstream  of  the  con¬ 
fluence  with  Nut  Creek  Tributary. 

Sierra  Canyon  Creek .  At  Centennial  Drive . 

Smelter  Creek .  At  U.S.  Highway  395 . 

Approximately  2,400  feet  upstream  of  U.S. 

Highway  395,  at  an  unnamed  road. 
Approximately  3,200  feet  dowrrstream  of  Mus¬ 
tang  Lane,  at  an  unnamed  road. 

At  Mustang  Lane . 

Approximately  5,400  feet  upstream  of  Mustang 
Lane. 

Stutler  Canyon  Creek .  Approxirrtately  1,000  feet  downstream  of  the 

canyon  mouth,  at  an  unnamed  road. 

Sunrise  Pass  Wash .  Approximately  1,150  feet  upstream  of  Fremont 

Street  at  an  unnamed  road. 

Approximately  350  feet  upstream  of  Pole  Lir>e 
Road. 

Maps  are  available  for  review  at  the  Douglas  County  Public  Works  Department  1615  Eighth  Street  Minden.  Nevada. 

Send  comments  to  The  HorKirable  Michael  Fischer,  Chairman,  Board  of  County  Commissioners,  P.O.  Box  1704,  Minden,  Nevada  89423. 


Pirte  Nut  Road  Wash _ 


Schoolhouse  Cartyon  Creek.. 


Lyon  County,  Carson  River.. 

Unirtcorporated  Areas. 


Approximately  3,900  feet  west  of  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  Route  28  and  Section  Line  35/36  in 
Township  17  North,  Range  22  East. 

Approxirrateiy  1,000  feet  south  arxl  700  feet 
east  of  the  intersection  of  River  Boat  Road 
and  Route  79. 

Approxirrtately  900  feet  north  of  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  Section  Line  12/7  artd  Section  Lirte 
12/13  in  Township  16  North,  Range  21  East. 
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City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


))fOepth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ‘Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Eldorado  Canyon . 


Unnamed  Wash  at 
Springs. 


Bybee  Lane  Basin . 


Approximately  5,700  feet  south  of  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  50  and  Section  Line 
12/13  in  Township  16  North.  Range  21  East. 

Just  downstream  of  Maine  Street . . 

.  At  Ricci  Lane . 

Just  upstream  of  the  Randall  Ditch  crossing . 

Approximately  2,250  feet  upstream  of  the  Ran- 
daH  Ditch  crossing. 

Approximately  3,750  feet  upstream  of  the  Ran¬ 
dall  Ditch  crossing. 

Approximately  6,150  feet  upstream  of  the  Ran¬ 
dall  Ditch  crossing. 

Silver  Just  upstream  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad... 


Mason  Pass  Basin. 


Sixmile  Canyon  Basin.. 


At  Tonopah  Street . 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  95 . 

Approximately  6,000  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  Al¬ 
ternate  Highway  95. 

At  the  insersection  of  Bybee  Lane  and  Ta- 
magni  Road. 

At  the  instersection  of  Bybee  Lane  and  Ogden 
Lane. 

Approxinrately  2,000  feet  east  of  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  Bonanza  Street  and  Prospect  Street. 

Approximately  1,000  feet  north  of  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  Section  Lines  18/19  and  13/18  in 
Township  14  North,  Range  25  East. 

At  the  intersection  of  Sunset  Hills  Drive  and 
Arden  Drive. 

Approximately  5,000  feet  rK)rth  of  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  Sunset  Hills^ve  and  Arden  Drive. 

Approximately  2,500  feet  west  and  600  feet 
north  of  the  intersection  of  Sunset  Hills  Drive 
and  Arden  Drive. 

At  the  intersection  of  River  Boat  Road  and 
U.S.  Route  50. 

Approximately  4,500  feet  west  of  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  Route  79  and  River  Boat  Road. 

Approximately  1  mile  west  of  the  intersection 
of  Route  79  and  River  Boat  Road. 


Maps  are  available  for  review  at  the  Planning  and  Zoning  Department  31  South  Main  Street,  Yerington,  Nevada. 
Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Don  Cumming,  31  South  Main  Street  Yermgton,  Nevada  69447, 


Nevada .  Storey  County .  Truckee  River . 

Approximately  1,100  feet  downstream  of  Mus- 

*4,326 

*4,326 

tang  Rarurh  Road  No.  1. 

At  State  Highway  45 . 

*4,354 

*4,357 

Approximately  3,100  feet  upstream  of  State 

*4,362 

*4,362 

Highway  45. 

Long  Valley  Creek . 

At  conftuerKe  with  Truckee  River . 

None 

*4,352 

*4,368 

Just  upstream  of  Lockwood  Disposal  Area 

None 

*4,476 

Road. 

At  State  Highway  45 . 

None 

•4,550 

Maps  are  available  for  review  at  the  Building  Official's  Office,  1 10  Toll  Road,  Gold  Hill,  Virginia  City,  Nevada. 

Send  comments  to  The  Horvjrable  Shirley  Colletti,  Chairman,  Board  of  County  Commissioners,  P.O.  Box  201,  Sparks,  Nevada  89432. 


*1  329 

County 

Route  322. 

Approximately  700  feet  upstream  of  State 

None 

*1,334 

Route  322. 

Snake  Creek . 

Approximately  .3  mile  downstream  of  County 

None 

*1,332 

Route  32  (Hunt  Road). 

Approximately  40  feet  upstream  of  County 

None 

*1,450 

Route  451  (Southwestern  Road). 

Tributary  to  Chautauqua  Lake... 

At  State  Route  474 . 

None 

*1,311 

Approximately  20  feet  upstream  Gleason  Road .. 

None 

*1,343 

Tributary  to  Stillwater  Creek . 

Approximately  40  feet  downstream  of  South 

None 

*1,314 

Main  Street  extension. 

Approximately  20  feet  upstream  of  Forest 

None 

*1,358 

Avenue  extension. 

Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  the  Busti  Town  Hall,  121  Chautauqua  Avenue,  Lakewood,  New  York. 

Send  comments  to  Mr.  Dale  C.  Robbins,  Busti  Town  Supervisor,  Chautauqua  County,  121  Chautauqua  Avenue,  Lakewood,  New  York 


New  Vork . 1  Colesville,  Town, 

I  Broome  County. 


Susquehanna  River .  Approximately  1,200  feet  downstream  of  the 

Ouaguaga  Bridge. 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

fDepth  in  feet  above 
ground.  *Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existirtg 

Modified 

Approximalely  0.4  mile  upstream  of  Nineveh 
Bridge. 

None 

*964 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  ColesvHle  Town  Hall,  Weiton  Street  HarpersviHe.  New  York. 


Send  comments  to  Mr.  Edward  Mosher,  CotesviHe  Town  Supervisor,  Broome  County,  R.O.  Port  Crane,  CoiesviNe,  New  York  13833. 


Freeport,  Village, 

Atlantic  Ocean 

affecting  Shoreline  at  South  Long  Beach  Avenue,  ex- 

•7 

*9 

Nassau  County. 

MkMe  Bay. 

tended. 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Freeport  Village  HaH,  46  North  Ocean  Avenue.  Freeport,  New  York. 


Send  commertls  to  The  Honorable  Dorothy  Storm,  Mayor  of  the  Village  of  Freeport  Nassau  County,  46  North  Ocean  Avenue,  Freeport  New  York  11520. 


New  York . . . 

None 

*522 

Saratoga  County. 

Road. 

Approximately  500  feet  upstream  of  State 

None 

*599 

Route  9N. 

South  Branch . . . 

At  the  confluence  with  Kayaderosseras  Creek .... 

None 

•575 

Approximately  10  feet  upstream  of  Allen  Road ... 

None 

*671 

Mud  Creek . 

At  the  confluence  with  Kayaderosseras  Creek .... 

None 

*599 

Approximately  10  feet  upstream  of  dam . 

None 

*626 

Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  Greertfield  Town  Halt  comer  of  Route  9N  and  Wilton  Road,  Greenfield  Center,  New  York. 

Ser>d  comments  to  Mr.  Ralph  Stacey,  Greenfieid  Town  Supervisor,  Saratoga  County,  Town  of  Greenfield,  P.O.  Box  10,  Greenfield  Center,  New  York  12833. 


New  York . 

Basher  KiR  _  _ 

SuMvan  Ojunty. 

with  Basher  KM. 

*532 

•533 

To  a  point  approximately  1,050  feet  upstream 

of  the  confluence  of  Gumaer  Brook. 

Gumaor  Brook . 

*531 

Approximately  125  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  209 . 

None 

•579 

Maps  available  tor  Inspection  at  the  Town  HaN,  Route  209,  Wurtsboro,  New  York. 

Send  comments  to  Mr.  Harold  Undsay,  Supervisor  of  the  Town  of  Mamakating,  SuMvan  Courtty,  P.O.  Box  276,  Wurtsboro,  New  York  12790. 


East  Branch.  Delaware  River.... 

*1,327 

Delaware  County. 

At  upstream  corporate  limits . 

None 

*1,412 

Dry  Brook . 

At  confluence  with  East  BraiKh  Delaware 

None 

*1,339 

River. 

Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  Erpf  Road... 

None 

•1,402 

RiiiUi  KM 

•1,365 

• 

At  upstream  corporate  Hmits . «... 

None 

•1,468 

Batavia  KM . . . . 

At  confluence  with  East  Branch  Delaware 

None 

•1,384 

River. 

At  upstream  corporate  limits . . . 

None 

•1,630 

Vly  Creek . . . . . 

Approximately  75  feet  downstream  of  dowrv 

None 

•1,558 

stream  corporate  limits. 

Approximately  25  feet  upstream  of  upstream 

None 

•1,714 

corporate  limits. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Middletown  Tovm  HaN,  Main  Street  MargaretviHe,  New  York. 

Sertd  comments  to  Mr.  Alan  Rosa,  Middletown  Town  Supervisor,  Delaware  County,  P.O.  Box  577,  MargaretviHe,  New  York  12455. 


New  York.. 


Sockets  Harbor,  Village, 
Jefferson  County. 


Mill  Creek..„ . . . 

Approximately  800  feet  upstream  of  corporate 

limits. 

Lake  Ontario . 

Entire  shoreline  within  community . . 

None 

None 

None 


*249 

*281 

*249 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  VHiage  Office,  112  North  Broad  Street  Sockets  Harbor.  New  York. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Vincent  Capozzella,  Mayor  of  the  Village  of  Sackets  Harbor,  Jefferson  County,  206  Broad  Street,  Sockets  Harbor,  New  York 
13685. 


New  York . . . 

•574 

*572 

Niagara  County. 

Approximately  1,350  feet  upstream  of  Niagara 

•584 

*583 

Road. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Wheatfield  Town  HaN,  Building  Inspector’s  Office,  2800  Church  Road,  North  Tonawanda,  New  York. 

Serxl  comments  to  Mr.  Terry  W.  Kuehn,  Supervisor  of  the  Town  of  Wheatfield.  Niagara  County,  2800  Church  Road,  North  Tonawanda,  New  York  141200. 


Now  York.. 


Wurtsboro,  Village, 
Sullivan  County. 


Basherkill . 


Willsey  Brook . . 

WWsey  Brook,  Tributary  1., 


Approximately  1  mile  downstream  of  the  con- 
fluertce  of  Willsey  Brook. 

Approximately  0.7  mile  upstream  of  State  route 
17. 

At  corporate  limits . 

Approximately  600  feet  upstream  of  Willsey 
Valley  Loop. 

At  confluence  with  Willsey  Brook . 

Approximately  520  feet  upstream  of  County 
Route  172. 


None 

Norte 


None 

None 


None 

None 


Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  the  Wurtsboro  VaHey  HaR,  Pennsylvania  Avenue  and  Sullivan  Street,  Wurtsboro,  New  York. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Eugerte  Yourtg,  Mayor  of  the  ViHage  of  Wurtsboro,  Sullivan  County  P.O.  Box  157,  Wurtsboro,  Now  York  12790. 


*514 

*522 


*516 

*718 


*598 

*705 


North  Carolina... 


City  of  Lumberton, 

Jacob  Swamp - 

About  3250  feet  downstream  of  Contempora 

•124 

•124 

Robeson  County. 

Drive. 

Just  upstream  Contempora  Drive . . 

•124 

•126 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Route  74. 


T30 


T30 
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i 

State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#  Depth  in  feet  above 
ground.  *Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Planning  and  Inspection  Department,  City  of  Lumberton,  Lumberton,  North  Carolina. 

SerKf  comments  to  the  Honorable  A.  Ray  Griffin,  Jr„  City  Manager,  City  of  Lumberton,  P.O.  Box  1388,  Lumberton.  North  Carolina  28359. 


North  Carolina.. 


Unincorporated  Areas  of 

Six  Mile  Creek . . 

None 

Mecklenburg  County. 

About  3100  feet  upstream  of  Tilley  Morris 

None 

Road. 

Flat  Branch . 

About  2800  feet  upstream  of  Tom  Short  Road.... 

None 

Clems  Branch. . . 

Just  downstream  of  Lancaster  Highway . 

None 

Stowe  Branch . 

About  0.7  mile  upstream  of  mouth . . 

None 

Beaverdam  Creek . 

About  1.36  miles  upstream  of  Dixie  River  Road.. 

None 

Beaverdam  Creek  Tributary . 

About  1 .09  miles  upstream  of  mouth . 

None 

Little  Paw  Creek . 

Just  downstream  of  Mount  Olive  Church  Road ... 

None 

Just  upstream  of  Mount  Olive  Church  Road . 

None 

About  2300  feet  upstream  of  Mount  Olive 

None 

Church  Road. 

Catawba  River  Tributary  No.  1.. 

About  1100  feet  upstream  of  mouth . 

None 

Just  downstream  of  Moores  Chapel  Road . 

None 

Just  upstream  of  Moores  Chapel  Road . 

None 

About  0.6  mile  upstream  of  Moores  Chapel 

None 

Road. 

Long  Creek . 

About  2200  feet  downstream  of  State  Road  16.. 

*645 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  77 . 

None 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  77 . 

None 

Just  downstream  of  Lakeview  Drive . 

None 

Just  upstream  of  Lakeview  Drive . 

None 

About  2550  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  Route  21 . 

None 

Gutter  Branch . 

About  0.85  mile  upstream  of  Oakdale  Road . 

None 

McIntyre  Creek . 

About  750  feet  upstream  of  Lawn  Meadow 

None 

Drive. 

Dixon  Branch . 

About  1650  feet  upstream  of  confluence  of 

None 

Dixon  Branch  Tributary. 

Dixon  Branch  Tributary . 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  77 . 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  77 . 

About  1200  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  Route  21 . 

None 

Catawba  River  Tributary  No.  2.. 

About  2250  feet  upstream  of  mouth . 

None 

Just  downstream  ot  Harwood  Drive . 

None 

About  0.74  mile  upstream  of  Harwood  Drive . 

None 

Gar  Creek . 

None 

Road. 

Just  downstream  of  BeaUes  Ford  Road . 

Just  upstream  of  Beattes  Ford  Road . 

None 

About  1150  feet  upstream  of  Kearns  Road . 

None 

McDowell  Creek . 

Just  downstream  of  Westmorland  Road . 

Just  upstream  of  Westmorland  Road . 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  77 . 

McDowell  Creek  Tributary  No. 

At  mouth . 

1 

McDowell  Creek  Tributary  No. 

At  mouth . 

2. 

About  2700  feet  upstream  of  mouth . 

Torrence  Creek . 

Just  downstream  of  Mount  Holly-Huntersville 

None 

Road. 

Just  upstream  of  Mount  Holly-Huntersville 

None 

Road. 

Torrence  Creek  Tributary  No. 
1. 

At  mouth . 

About  800  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  Route  21 . 

None 

Torrence  Creek  Tributary  No. 

2. 

Just  downstream  of  Mount  Gilead  Road . 

i 

Just  upstream  of  Mount  Gilead  Road . 

i  i  ^ 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  77 . 

.!  None 

*668 

*584 

*628 

*564 

*584 

*571 

*588 

*569 

*620 

*579 

*605 

*573 

*587 

*593 

*613 

*569 

*573 

*580 

*592 

*645 

*727 

*736 

*738 

*743 

*756 

*653 

*720 

*663 

*746 

*711 

*734 

*727 

*735 

*747 

*751 

*578 

*602 

*610 

*636 

*652 

*670 

*676 

*712 

*657 

*723 

*733 

*743 

*663 

*675 

*663 

*669 

*671 

*716 

*726 

*730 

*675 

*725 

*679 

*685 

*692 

*708 


Oty/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#Depth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ’Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

*703 

Just  downstream  ^  Interstate  77 . 

Norre 

*709 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  77 . 

None 

*722 

Catawba  River  Tributary  No.  3.. 

About  0.83  mile  upstream  of  mouth . 

Norre 

*653 

Just  downstream  of  Cashion  Road . 

Norte 

*688 

Stevens  Creek . 

*625 

About  1.23  miles  upstream  of  Thompson  Road .. 

None 

*680 

•625 

Just  downstream  of  Country  Woods  Lane . 

None 

*633 

Just  upstream  of  Country  Woods  Lane . 

None 

*638 

Just  downstream  of  Lawyers  Road . 

None 

*639 

Just  upstream  of  Lawyers  Road . 

None 

*649 

About  1.10  miles  upstream  of  Lawyers  Road . 

None 

*676 

Stevens  Creek  Tributary . 

At  rrxxjth . 

*643 

Just  downstream  of  Thorrtpson  Road . 

None 

*648 

Just  upstream  of  Thompson  Road . 

Norte 

*654 

About  2370  feet  i^ntream  of  Thompson  Road.... 

Norte 

*663 

*574 

About  7.31  miles  upstream  of  mouth . 

Norte 

*606 

*536 

About  0.62  mile  upstream  of  Bartlett  Road . 

Norte 

*646 

*673 

Just  downstream  of  Cabarrus  Road . 

None 

*581 

Just  upstream  of  Cabarrus  Road . 

Norte 

*586 

About  2600  feet  upstream  of  Cabarrus  Road . 

Norte 

*612 

At  rrKXith . 

*621 

Just  downstream  of  Truekght  Church  Road . 

Norte 

*667 

Just  upstream  of  TrueKght  Church  Road . 

Norte 

*672 

About  2050  feet  upstream  of  Truelight  Church 

Norte 

*691 

Road. 

About  7.62  miles  upstream  of  nnouth . 

None 

*625 

About  8.43  miles  upstream  of  mouth . 

None 

•663 

Norte 

*603 

Just  downstream  o(  Cedarbrook  Drive . 

Norte 

*664 

None 

*603 

About  2800  feet  downstream  of  Hood  Road . 

Norte 

*625 

Reedy  Creek  Tributary  No.  1 .... 

At  county  boundary . 

None 

*625 

About  1600  feet  upstream  of  county  boundary.... 

None 

*631 

*615 

Just  downstream  ^  Back  Creek  Church  Road.... 

Norte 

*652 

Just  upstream  of  Back  Creek  Church  Road . 

Norte 

*657 

Just  dowrrstream  of  W.T.  Harris  Boulevard . 

Norte 

*694 

Norte 

*701 

About  2450  feet  upstream  of  W.T.  Harris  Bou- 

Norte 

*709 

levard. 

Norte 

*617 

About  2.1  miles  upstream  of  mouth . 

None 

*693 

None 

*605 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  85 . 

Norte 

*608 

Norte 

*620 

About  1400  feet  downstream  of  confluence  of 

Norte 

*624 

Rarrrah  Creek. 

About  4450  feet  downstream  of  Asbury  Chapel 

None 

*637 

Road. 

North  Prong  Clarke  Creek . 

About  4450  feet  dowmstream  of  Asbury  Chapel 

Norte 

*637 

Road. 

Just  downstream  of  Asbury  Chapel  Road . 

Norte 

*650 

Just  upstream  of  Asbury  Chapel  Road . 

None 

*658 

About  2900  feet  upstream  of  Ramah  Church 

Norte 

*692 

Road. 

Norte 

*637 

About  1.50  miles  upstream  of  Asbury  Chapel 

Norte 

*684 

Road. 

Norte 

*651 

Norte 

*702 

Norte 

*631 

Just  downstream  of  Street  Avenue . 

Norte 

*680 

Norte 

*689 

Norte 

*700 

None 

*624 

About  1.0  mile  upstream  of  Black  Belt  Road . 

Norte 

*706 

None 

*636 

Norte 

*670 

.  About  1.25  miles  downstream  of  East  Rocky 

Norte 

*649 

River  Road. 

About  2.20  miles  upstream  of  East  Rocky 

Norte 

*683 

River  Road.  < 

- 

West  Brartch  Rocky  River . 

.  At  mouth . 

Norte 

*649 

19576 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#Depth  in  feet  above 
ground.  'Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

! 

About  900  feet  upstream  of  Grey  Road . 

None 

*686 

South  Prong  West  Branch 

At  mouth . 

None 

*655 

Rocky  River. 

About  1.69  miles  upstream  of  Davidson  Corv 

None 

*703 

cord  Road. 

South  Prong  West  Branch 

At  iixjuth . 

None 

*677 

Tnbulary 

About  0.81  mile  upstream  of  mouth . _... 

None 

*702 

West  Branch  Rocky  River 

At  mouth . 

None 

*678 

Tributary. 

! 

About  1.5  miles  upstream  of  mouth . 

None 

*703 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Mecklenburg  County  Engineenng  Department  Charlotte,  North  Carolina. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  T.R.  Autrey,  Chairmaa  Mecklenburg  County  Board  of  County  Commissioners.  P.O.  Box  31787,  Charlotte,  North  Carokna 
28231. 


Jacob  Swamp . . . 

About  950  feet  downstream  of  Contempora 

*124 

*124 

i 

Robeson  County 

Drive. 

1 

Just  upstream  of  Contempora  Drive . 

*124 

*126 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Route  74 . 

130 

*130 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Robeson  Courrty  Inspection  Department  Lumberton,  North  Carolina.' 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  James  E.  Martin,  County  Manager.  Robeson  County,  701  North  0m  Street,  Lumberton  North  Carolina  28385. 


None  j 

*962 

Wilkes  County.  I 

1 

1  About  1.3  miles  upstream  of  U  S.  Highway  421  .. 

Nor>e 

*972 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hail,  Wilkesboro,  North  Carolina. 

Serxl  comments  to  The  Honorable  Rdek  F.  Frazier,  Mayor,  Towm  of  Wilkesboro,  City  H^ui,  Wilkesboro,  North  Carolina  28697. 


North  Dakota. 


*1,700 

*1,702 

County. 

along  the  extraterritorial  limits,  west  of  Linton. 

Approximately  500  feet  upstream  of  Farmer's 

*1,708 

*1,707 

Road. 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  83 . 

*1,710 

*1,710 

Approximately  3,800  feet  upstream  of  Chicago, 

None 

*1,718 

Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  &  Pacific  Railroad. 

Spring  Creek.._ . . . 

Approximately  600  feet  downstream  of  Schley 

*1,706 

•1,703 

Avenue  measured  along  tfie  profile  baseline. 

Just  upstream  of  Schley  Avenue . 

*1,707 

*1,705 

Just  upstream  of  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul 

*1,731 

*1,729 

&  Pacific  Railroad. 

Approximately  3,000  feet  upstream  of  Chicago. 

*1,737 

*1,738 

Milwaukee,  St  Paul  &  Pacific  Railroad. 

*1,712 

*1,710 

Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  83 . 

*1,713 

*1711 

Just  upstream  of  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St  Paul 

*1,720 

•1,720 

&  Pacific  RaBroad. 

Just  upstream  of  Laurel  Averrue . 

*1,724 

•1,723 

At  the  divergence  from  Spring  Creek . . 

*1,731 

•1,729 

Unnamed  Coulee . 

At  the  private  drive  located  approximately  600 

None 

•1,723 

feet  west  of  Broadway. 

At  Broadway . 

Norte 

*1,737 

At  Fourth  Street  extended . . . 

None 

*1,755 

Approximately  550  feet  upstream  of  Sixth 

None 

*1,770 

Street  extended. 

Homer's  Ravine . . . 

At  the  entrance  to  the  storm  sewer  located  just 

None 

*1,723 

east  of  First  Street  SE 

At  Third  Street  SE.  extended . 

None 

•1,743 

At  the  extraterritorial  Kmits  located  approxi- 

Norte 

*1,825 

mately  4,530  feet  upstream  of  Third  Street 

SE.  extended. 

i 

Maps  are  available  for  review  at  City  Halt,  City  of  Linton,  120  East  Hickory  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  45,  Linton,  North  Dakota. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Melvin  Jahner,  Mayor,  City  of  Linton,  120  East  Hickory  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  45,  Linton,  North  Dakota  58552. 


Ohio . . . 

County 

Just  downstream  of  Mills  Road . 

None 

V  •  • 

About  2,450  feet  upstream  of  Williams  Court . 

Norte 

Frertch  Creek . 

*686 

Just  downstream  of  Mills  Road . 

None 

*691 

•703 

*689 

*696 

*686 

*695 


Maps  are  available  for  inspection  at  City  HaH.  36774  Detroit  Road,  Avoa  Ohio. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Pearl  Olearcik,  Mayor.  City  of  Avon,  36774  Detroit  Road,  Avon.  Ohio  44011.  • 

!  I  I  '  - 1 — - r 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#  Depth  in  feet  above 
grourKf.  *Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

About  580  feet  upstream  of  Root  Road . 

#1 

*728 

#1 

*704 

At  county  boundary . 

#1 

*764 

Robinson  Ditch . 

At  confluertce  with  Mills  Creek . 

1)11 

*726 

At  confluence  with  French  Creek . 

#1 

*728 

Maps  are  available  for  Inspection  at  City  Hall,  7307  Avon  Beldon  Road,  North  Rkfgeville,  Ohio. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Jeffrey  J.  Armbruster,  Mayoi',  City  of  North  Rkfgeville,  7307  Avon  Beldon  Road,  North  Rkfgeville,  Ohio  44039. 


Pennsylvania . 


Hampden,  Township 
Cumberland  County. 


Trindle  Spring  Run.. 


At  the  conftuerKe  with  Conodoguinet  Creek. 
At  Silver  Springs  Road . 


Norte 

None 


*359 

•390 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Hampden  Township  Municipal  Building,  3101  McCully  Road,  Allison  Park,  Pennsylvania 


Send  comments  to  Mr.  John  Bradley,  Jr.,  Hampden  Township  Manager,  230  South  Sporting  Hill  Road,  Mechanicsburg,  Pennsylvania  17055. 


City  of  Clemson,  Pickens 

*750 

and  Anderson 

Counties. 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  123 . 

None 

Just  downstream  of  Ashley  Road . 

None 

Just  upstream  of  Ashley  Road . 

None 

Just  downstream  of  Prince  Ranier  Drive . 

None 

At  Shaftsbury  Road . 

None 

*750 


*759 

*780 

•788 

*799 

*788 

*789 

*795 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  1200-3  Tiger  Boulevard,  Clemson,  South  Carolina. 


Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Charles  Helsel,  Jr.,  City  Manager,  City  of  Clemson,  P.O.  Box  1566,  Clemson,  South  Carolina  29633. 


Smith  Branch . 

*179 

*178 

County. 

stream  corporate  limits. 

Approximately  .2  mile  upstream  of  Preston 

None 

*239 

Drive. 

*219 

*220 

Approximately  .4  mile  upstream  of  Northeast- 

None 

*263 

em  Expressway. 

*169 

At  the  Greenlawn  Drive . 

None 

*219 

*161 

*159 

Approximately  250  feet  upstream  of  Budon 

Norte 

*216 

Court. 

Gills  Creek . 

Approximately  1  mile  upstream  of  CSX  Trans- 

•147 

*145 

portation. 

Approximately  700  feet  upstream  of  Quail  Lane.. 

*165 

*162 

Tributary  RP-1 . 

Approximately  200  feet  downstream  of  South- 

None 

*161 

em  Railway. 

Approximately  600  feet  downstream  of  Plant- 

None 

*202 

ers  Lane. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Zoning  Department,  1212  Laurel,  Columbia,  South  Carolina. 


Sertd  comments  to  Mr.  Miles  Hadley,  City  of  Columbia  Manager,  Richland  County,  P.O.  Box  147,  Columbia,  South  Carolina  29217. 


Approximately  .6  mile  downstream  of  CSX 

*166 

Unincorporated  Areas. 

Transportation. 

Approximately  .6  mile  upstream  of  CSX  Trans- 

None 

*179 

portation. 

Nicholas  Creek . 

Approximately  .5  mHe  upstream  of  confluence 

None 

*193 

with  Broad  River. 

Approximately  .4  mile  upstream  of  confluerKe 

None 

*237 

of  Moccasin  Branch. 

*193 

Approximately  .6  mile  upstream  of  Bob  Dom 

None 

*238 

Road  (Abandoned). 

*220 

At  the  western  lane . 

None 

*302 

Stoop  Creek . . 

Approximately  75  feet  upstream  of  Interstate 

*213 

*214 

Route  26  and  U.S.  Route  76. 

1 

Approximately  800  feet  upstream  of  Piney 

Norte 

*315 

Woods  Road. 

*175 

*176 

Road. 

Approximately  325  fe^t  upstream  of  Clement 

*179 

*178 

Road. 

Bay  Branch . 

Approximately  75  feet  dowrtstream  of  Shaw 

Norte 

*245 

Street. 

Approximately  .4  mile  uptream  of  Northeastern 

Norte 

*263 

Expressway. 

Tributary  C-5 . 

At  the  confhjerKe  with  Crane  Creek . 

*204 

*202 
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City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#Depth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ‘Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

Approximately  900  feet  upstream  of  the  conflu- 

*204 

*203 

ence  with  Crane  Creek. 

Upstream  side  of  U.S.  Route  321 . 

203 

*202 

Approximately  .9  mile  upstream  of  confluence 

None 

*322 

of  Sorghum  Branch. 

None 

*243 

Approximately  50  feet  upstream  of  Southern 

None 

*324 

Railway. 

At  the  confluence  with  Crane  Creek . 

None 

*253 

Apprcximately  200  feet  upstream  of  Long 

None 

*378 

Town  Road. 

*312 

Approximately  400  feet  upstream  of  Green 

None 

*363 

Spring  Drive. 

*287 

Approximately  .4  mile  upstream  of  Sunny 

None 

•333 

Acres  pond  Dam. 

North  Branch  Crane  Creek . 

At  the  confluerKe  with  Crane  Creek . 

None 

*221 

At  the  confluence  of  Beasley  Creek  and  Swy- 

None 

*270 

gert  Creek. 

Beasley  Creek . . 

At  the  confluerKe  with  North  Branch  Crane 

None 

*270 

Creek. 

Approximately  2.9  miles  upstream  of  Turkey 

None 

*430 

Farm  Road. 

Approximately  150  feet  downstream  of  down- 

Nor>e 

*256 

stream  County  boundary. 

Approximately  1.2  miles  upstream  of  Rimer 

None 

*429 

Road. 

Bridge  Creek . 

Approximately  500  feet  downstream  of  down- 

None 

*259 

stream  County  boundary. 

Approximately  50  feet  upstream  of  most  up- 

None 

*328 

stream  Legion  Lake  dam. 

*261 

Approximately  .4  mile  upstream  of  Bnarcliff 

None 

*321 

East 

*209 

Approximately  .8  mile  upstream  of  Spears 

None 

*344 

Creek  Church  Road. 

None 

*210 

Approximately  1.8  miles  upstream  of  conflu- 

None 

*246 

erKe  with  Spears  Creek. 

*129 

Approximately  1,900  feet  upstream  of  Burn- 

None 

*178 

sides  Pond  Dam. 

*143 

Approximately  800  feet  upstream  of  Planters 

None 

*209 

Lane. 

*141 

*142 

Approximately  800  feet  downstreeun  of  State 

165 

*162 

Route  12. 

Maps  availa  )le  for  inspection  at  the  Planning  and  Zoning  Department,  County  Administration  Building,  220  Hampden,  Columbia.  South  Carolina. 


Send  comments  to  Mr.  Robert  Mauney,  Richland  County  Administrator,  P.O.  Box  1 92,  Columbia,  South  Carolina  29202. 


South  Carolirv 


Qty  of  Rock  HiN,  York 

*519 

*523 

County. 

Dutchman  Creek.. 

About  1400  feet  upstream  of  India  Hook  Road ... 

None 

•*540 

Little  Dutchnton  Creek  Tribu- 

At  mouth . . . . . 

*525 

*526 

tary 

Just  downstream  of  Celanese  Road . 

*530 

*530 

*502 

At  confluence  of  Manchester  Creek  Tributary  3 .. 

*571 

*571 

Manchester  Creek  Tributary  1  .. 

*516 

About  950  feet  upstream  of  Dave  Lyle  Boule- 

None 

*530 

vard. 

Manchester  Creek  Tributary  2 .. 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Route  21  Bypass . 

*571 

*569 

Just  downstream  of  Norfolk  Southern  Railway .... 

*577 

*583 

Just  upstream  of  Norfolk  Southern  Railway . 

None 

*610 

*610 

Manchester  Creek  Tributary  3 .. 

At  confluence  of  Mar>chester  Creek . 

*570 

*571 

About  0.49  mile  upstream  of  Lakeshore  Park- 

*605 

*605 

way. 

Just  upstream  of  Mt.  Gallant  Road . 

*518 

About  0.59  mile  upstream  of  Mt.  Gallant  Road... 

None 

*523 

*558 

*563 

Wildcat  Creek . . . 

*533 

About  0.79  miles  upstream  of  Ogden  Road . 

None 

*537 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#Depth  in  feet  above 
grourxl  ’Elevation  in  feet 
(NQVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  Rock  Hill,  South  Carolina. 


Serxl  comments  to  The  Honorable  Joe  Lantord,  City  Manager,  City  of  Rock  HiH,  P.O.  Box  11706,  Rock  HUi,  South  Carolina  29730. 


South  Carolina 


Urrmcorporated  Areas  of 

Steele  Creek . . . 

At  nK>uth . . . 

*513 

York  County. 

At  state  boundary . .  .  . . 

*566 

*548 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  77 . 

*552 

Just  upstream  of  Irrterstate  77 . . 

*562 

Just  downstream  of  Gravel  Road . . . 

*608 

Just  upstream  of  Gravel  Road . 

*609 

At  state  boundary . . . . . . 

*612 

*539 

About  1000  feet  upstream  of  mouth . 

*543 

Manchester  Creek . . 

*502 

About  1700  feet  upstream  of  Garrison  Road . 

*565 

Manchester  Creek  Tributary  1 .. 

About  1000  feet  downstream  of  Wildwood 

*528 

Drive. 

About  1450  feet  upstream  of  Evelyn  Street . 

*549 

Manchester  Creek  Tributary  2 .. 

At  confluerKe  with  MarKhester  Creek . 

Norra 

About  1250  feet  upstream  of  confluence  of 

None 

Manchester  Creek. 

Big  Dutchman  Creek . 

Just  downstream  of  ML  Gallant  Road . 

*518 

Just  downstream  of  Museum  Road . 

None 

*518 

Just  downstream  of  State  Route  161 . 

*555 

Little  Dutchman  Creek  Tribu- 

At  confluence  of  Little  Dutchman  Creek . 

*555 

tary  4. 

Just  downstream  of  private  drive  (about  1000 

*561 

feet  downstream  of  Twin  Lakes  Road). 

Just  upstream  of  private  drive  (about  1000  feet 

downstream  of  Twin  Lakes  Road). 

Just  downstream  of  Twin  Lakes  Road . 

*515 

*571 

*552 

*554 

*566 

*609 

*616 

*617 

*543 

*543 

*502 

*568 

*530 

*548 

*566 

*568 

*518 

*572 

*523 

*555 

*555 

*559 

*565 

*565 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  York  County  Planning  Department,  1070  Heckle  Boulevard,  Rock  Hill,  South  Carolina. 


Tennessee.. 


City  of  Copperhill,  Polk 

Ocoee  River . 

About  2,700  feet  downstream  of  concrete  weir... 

*1,453 

Courrty. 

About  3,100  feet  upstream  of  wooden  weir . 

None 

*1,458 

Norre 

About  1,950  feet  upstream  of  mouth . . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Halt,  Copperhilt,  Tennessee. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Janelle  Kimsey,  Mayor,  City  of  Copperhill,  P.O.  Box  1175,  Copperhilt,  Tennessee  37317. 


Tennessee. 


Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  City  of  Oyersburg  Building  Department,  Dyersburg,  Tennessee. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Bill  Rezell,  Mayor,  City  of  Dyersburg,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Dyersburg,  Tennessee  38025-1358. 


Tennessee.. 


JelliM,  City  Campbell 
County. 


Elk  Creek. 


Approximately  .38  mile  upstream  of  Southern 
Railway. 

Approximately  1.7  miles  upstream  of  corporate 
limits. 


None 

None 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  Jellico,  Tennessee. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  William  F.  Beurd,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Jellico,  Campbell  County,  P.O.  Drawer  419,  Jellico,  Tennessee  37762. 


Termessee., 


City  of  LebarKxi,  Wilson 

Cedar  Creek . . . 

Just  upstream  of  North  Posey  Hill  Road . 

*543 

County. 

At  confluence  of  South  Creek . 

*573 

*514 

Just  downstream  of  Ragland  Depot  Bridges . 

*538 

Just  upstream  of  Ragland  Depot  Bridges . 

*542 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  40 . 

*572 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Engineers  Office. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Bobby  Sewall,  Mayor,  City  of  Lebanon,  119  South  College  Street,  Lebanon,  Tennessee  37087. 


*1,455 

*1,462 

*1,457 

*1,460 


City  of  Dyersburg, 

North  Fork  Forked  Deer  River .. 

About  1.4  miles  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway 

*269 

*271 

Dyersburg  County. 

51  Bypass. 

Just  upstream  of  Illinois  Central  Railroad . 

*276 

*276 

*972 

*976 


*542 

*571 

*577 

*514 

*536 

*543 

*571 


Texas . 

Cameron  (City)  Milam 

Urxiamed  Ditch  along  Burns 
Avenue. 

Approximately  1,225  feet  downstream  of  21st 
Street. 

None 

*400 

County. 

•400 

•392 

Approximately  35  feet  upstream  of  17th  Street ... 

None 

•397 
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State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#  Depth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ‘Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  308  South  Houston  Street.  Cameron,  Texas. 

Serxf  comments  to  The  Honorable  Milton  J.  Schiller,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Cameron,  Milam  County,  308  South  Houston  Street,  P.O.  Box  833,  Cameron,  Texas 
76520. 


At  Interstate  Route  10 . 

*12 

*14 

Unincorporated  Areas. 

Upstream  County  boundary . 

•11 

*15 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  County  Engineer's  Office.  201  Airport  Road.  Anahuac,  Texas. 

Serxf  comntents  to  The  Honorable  Oscar  F.  Nelson,  Jr.,  Chambers  County  Judge,  P.O.  Box  939,  Anahuac.  Texas  77514. 


Texas 


Coppell,  City.  Dallas  and 

Elm  Fork  of  Trinity  River . 

Approximately  50  feet  downstream  of  Beltline 

*441 

*440 

Denton  Counties. 

Road. 

Approximately  1,600  feet  upstream  of  Sandy 

*445 

*446 

Lake  Road. 

Grapevine . 

Approximately  800  feet  upstream  of  Ledbetter 

*439 

*440 

Road. 

Approximately  125  feet  upstream  of  South- 

*508 

*507 

western  Boulevard. 

Tributary  G-1  of  Grapevine 

At  confluence  with  Grapevine  Creek . 

None 

*492 

Creek. 

Approximately  .6  mile  upstream  of  Bethel 

None 

*501 

School  Road. 

Denton  Creek . 

Approximately  1.5  miles  upstream  of  conflu- 

*446 

*447 

ence  with  Elm  Fork  of  Trinity  River. 

At  Interstate  Route  121 . 

*468 

*467 

*451 

*453 

At  divergence  from  Denton  Creek . 

*452 

*454 

Cottonwood  Branch . 

*458 

*459 

Approximately  1,250  feet  upstream  of  Royal 

*520 

*519 

Lane. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Coppetl  City  Hail,  255  Parkway,  Coppell,  Texas. 

Serxf  comments  to  The  Honorable  Aland  0.  Ratliff,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Coppell,  Dallas  and  Denton  Counties,  P.O.  Box  478,  Coppell,  Texas  75019 


Houston,  City,  Harris 

Tributary  20.86  to  Brays 

At  approximately  .2  mile  upstream  of  conflu- 

*71 

County. 

Bayou. 

ence  with  Brays  Bayou. 

Approximately  150  feet  downstream  of  Harwin 

*76 

Drive. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Qty  of  Houston  Public  Works  Department,  3500  City  Hall  Annex,  Houston,  Texas. 

Serxf  comments  to  The  Honorable  Kathryn  J.  Whitrrxxe,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Houston,  P.O.  Box  1562,  Houston,  Texas  77251-1562. 


Midland  Gty,  Midland 

Jal  Draw . 

Approximately  100  feet  south  of  the  intersec- 

None 

*2,780 

County. 

tion  of  Neely  Avenue  and  North  A  Street. 

j 

Approximately  700  feet  north  east  of  the  inter- 

None 

*2,786 

section  of  Winfield  Road  and  North  L  Street. 

In  the  vicinity  of  Hill  Park  between  North  F  and 

None 

*2,786 

North  G  Streets. 

At  Mariner  Court . 

None 

*2,802 

In  the  vicinity  of  Cowden  Park  between  Ma- 

None 

*2,806 

berry  arxf  Ward  Streets. 

Midland  Draw . 

Approximately  4.73  miles  upstream  of  Mock- 

*2,832 

*2,831 

ingbird  Lane. 

Approximately  5.0  miles  upstream  of  Mocking- 

*2,833 

*2,832 

bird  Lane. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Midland  City  Hall,  300  North  Loraine,  Midland,  Texas 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Carroll  Thomas.  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Midland,  Midland  County,  P.O.  Box  1152,  Midland,  Texas  79702-1152. 


Texas . 

*2,832 

*2,831 

Unifx:orporated  Areas. 

ingbird  Lane. 

A.oproximately  5.08  miles  upstream  of  Mock- 

*2,834 

*2,833 

irrgbird  Lane. 

! 

1 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Midland  County  Engineer's  Office.  2145  East  Highway  80,  Midland,  Texas. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  William  B.  Adhers,  Midland  County  Judge,  200  West  Wall  Street,  Midland.  Texas  79701 . 


Port  Aransas,  Oty, 

Nueces  County. 

Gulf  of  Mexico . 

At  Dolphin  Lane . 

Entire  Shorelirre . 

*10 

At  intersection  of  Seventh  Street  and  Avenue  1 .. 
Approximately  400  feet  east  of  intersection  of 
Access  Road  No.  1  and  State  Route  53. 

*8 

None 
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State 

Qty/town/county 

Source  of  floodirtg 

Location 

#Depth  in  feet  above 
ground.  ‘Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  the  Port  Aransas  CHy  Halt,  710  West  Avenue  Way,  Port  Aransas,  Texas. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Gordon  N.  Beck,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Port  Aransas,  Nueces  County,  P.O.  Drawer  1,  Arartsas,  Texas  78373. 


None 

and  Jim  Wetis 

cios  Street 

Counties. 

Approximately  0.4  mile  upstream  of  the  Texas- 

None 

Mexican  Railroad. 

Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  the  San  Diego  City  Hirfi,  404  Sotrth  Meir,  San  Diego,  Texas. 

Send  comments  to  The  Hortorable  Armando  Garcia,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  San  Diego,  Duval  artd  Jim  Weils  Counties,  404  South  Meir,  San  Diego,  Texas  78384. 


Vermont . . 

West  Fairlee,  Town 

Ompompanoosuc . . 

— 

At  downstTAam  nnrpnrAtp 

None 

*683 

Orange  County. 

At  upstream  corporate  limits . . . 

None 

•772 

Algerine  Brook.„ . 

At  confluence  with  Ompompanoosuc  River _ 

None 

•696 

Upstream  side  of  Access  Road _ 

None 

•827 

Middle  Book . 

Approximately  125  feet  upstream  of  State 

None 

•682 

Route  244. 

Approximately  .23  mile  upstream  of  confluence 

None 

•742 

of  Bear  Notch  Brook. 

*729 

Approximately  430  feet  upstream  of  Middle 

None 

•735 

Brook  Road. 

Blood  Brook . . . 

At  State  Route  244 . . . 

•687 

Approximately  100  feet  downstream  of  Marsh 

None 

•742 

Hill  Road. 

Maps  available  for  irtspection  at  the  Town  Halt,  West  Fairlee,  Vermont 

Send  comments  to  Mr.  Fred  Cook,  Chairman  of  the  Town  of  West  Fairlee  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  Hall,  West  Fairlee,  Vermont  0504S. 


Virginia . 

Virginia  Beach,  City 

Canal  Na  2— London  Bridge 

Approximately  0.5  mile  upstream  of  Potters 

•9 

•8 

Independent  City. 

Creek. 

Road. 

1 

Approximately  .8  mile  upstream  of  Shipps 

•9 

•7 

Comer  Road. 

Canal  Na  2  West  Neck  Creek.. 

Approximately  0.5  mile  upstream  of  Indian 

•6 

•5 

River  Road. 

Approximately  1.7  mile  upstream  of  confluerKe 

•9 

•7 

of  Coiony  Acres  canal. 

Holland  Road  Corridor 

At  confluerKe  with  Green  Run  Cartal . . . 

•9 

•8 

System. 

Approximately  200  feet  upstream  of  Rosemont 

•9 

•8 

Road. 

Green  Run  Canal . 

At  cortfiuerKe  with  Canal  No.  2— London 

•10 

•8 

Bridge  Creek. 

i 

At  downstream  side  of  Lynnhaven  Parkway . 

•10 

•9 

Coiony  Acres  Canal . 

At  confluence  with  Canal  No.  2— West  Neck 

•8 

•7 

Creek. 

Approximately  1,250  feet  upstream  of  conflu- 

•8 

•7 

ence  with  Canal  No.  2— West  Neck  Creek. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Virginia  Beach  City  Hall,  Department  of  Public  Works,  City  Erigineering  Office,  Munidpat  Center,  Virginia  Beach,  Virginia. 
Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Meyera  E.  Obemodorf.  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Virginia  Beach,  Oty  Hall  BuMdmg,  room  281.  Municipal  Center,  Virginia  Beach, 
Virginia  23456. 


Norte 

•1,342 

County. 

Just  upstream  of  Neilson  Avenue . 

None 

•1,353 

Just  upstream  of  Van  Morter  Avertue . 

Norte 

•1,363 

Approximately  1,800  feet  downstream  of  the 

None 

•1,371 

eastern  corporate  limit  along  the  Burlirtgton 

Northern  Railroad. 

None 

•1,363 

Just  upstream  of  Third  Street . 

None 

•1,370 

Approximately  800  feet  upstream  of  Third 

Norte 

•1,384 

Street. 

Maps  are  available  for  review  at  City  Halt,  Main  Street  tirtd,  Washington. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Larry  Koch.  Mayor,  Town  of  Lind,  P.O.  Box  392,  Lind,  Washington  99341. 


Approxintately  1,900  feet  upstream  of  Poplar 

(Unincorporated 

Way. 

Areas). 

Approximately  3,100  feet  upstream  of  Popular 

Way. 

At  44th  Avenue  West . 

Swamp  Creek.- . . . . 

Approxirrtately  100  feet  dowrtstreem  of  Lock- 

wood  Road. 

Just  upstream  of  Locust  Way,  County  Bridge 

No.  504. 

Just  dowrtstream  of  Larch  Way . 
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City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

#  Depth  in  feet  above 
ground,  *  Elevation  in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

i 

Just  upstream  of  Filbert  Road . 

None 

*306 

Approximately  300  feet  downstream  of  Inter- 

None 

*342 

state  Highway  5  eastbound. 

Maps  are  available  for  review  at  the  County  Administration  Building,  Planning  Department,  3000  Rockefeller,  Everett,  Washington. 

Send  comments  to  the  Honorable  Robert  Drewel,  County  Executive,  County  Administration  Building,  Sixth  Floor,  3000  Rockefeller,  Everett,  Washington  98201. 


West  Virginia . 


Charles  Town,  City, 

Evitts  Run . 

Approximately  .85  mile  downstream  of  U.S. 

*469 

Jefferson  County. 

Route  340. 

Approximately  650  feet  upstream  of  upsteam 

*497 

corporate  Nmits. 

*468 

*495 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Charles  Town  City  Hall,  218  East  Congress  Street,  Charles  Town,  West  Virginia. 

Send  comments  to  The  HorwaWe  Rufus  W.  Park,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Charles  Town,  Jefferson  County,  218  East  Congress  Street,  P.O.  Box  14  Charles  Town, 
West  Virginia  25414. 


West  Virginia. 


Unincorporated  Areas. 

Approxinrately  800  feet  upstream  of  county 

None 

routes  60  and  6. 

Approximately  1,200  feet  upstream  of  County 

None 

Route  33. 

Approximately  800  feet  upstream  of  Maple 

None 

Lane. 

Approximately  1,100  feet  upstream  of  conflu- 

None 

ence  with  Crooked  Creek. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Putnam  County  Planning  Commission,  Putnam  County  Courthouse,  Courthouse  Drive,  Winfield,  West  Virginia. 
Seryj  comments  to  Mr.  James  H.  Caruthers,  President  of  the  Putnam  County  Commission,  P.O.  Box  149,  Winfield,  West  Virginia  25213. 


West  Virginia . 


Ranson,  City,  Jefferson 
County. 

*495 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limits . 

*503 

*496 

At  downstream  side  of  culvert  of  Norfolk  and 
Western  Railway. 

*500 

*652 

*735 


*670 

*718 


*678 

*690 


*676 

*691 


*495 

*498 

*495 

*497 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Ranson  City  Hall,  312  South  Mildred  Street,  Ranson,  West  Virginia  25438. 

Send  comments  to  The  HorKxable  A.  Dave  Hamill,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Ranson,  Jefferson  County,  312  South  Mildred  Street,  Ranson,  West  Virginia  25438. 


Wisconsin . 


Village  of  Biron,  Wood 
County. 

About  1800  feet  upstream  of  Green  Bay  and 
Western  Railroad. 

Just  downstream  of  Biron  Dam . 

*1016 

*1023 

*1035 

About  3.0  miles  upstream  of  Biron  Dam . 

*1038 

Divergence  with  Wisconsin  River . 

None 

*1014 

*1022 

*1035 

*1037 

*1021 

*1037 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Hall,  Biron,  Wisconsin. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Dale  Villeneuve,  Village  President,  Village  of  Biron,  451  North  Biron  Drive,  Biron,  Wisconsin  54494. 


Wisconsin . 


Oty  of  Nekoosa,  Wood 

Wisconsin  River . 

About  1.1  miles  downstream  of  Nekoosa  Dam  ... 

None 

*937 

County. 

Just  downstream  of  Nekoosa  Dam . 

None 

*940 

Just  upstream  of  Nekoosa  Dam . 

None 

*950 

About  1.3  feet  upstream  of  State  Highway  73 .... 

None 

*954 

Moccasin  Creek . 

Within  community . 

None 

*955 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  of  Nekoosa,  225  1st  Street,  Nekoosa,  Wisconsin. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Hamold  Coyner,  Mayor,  City  of  Nekoosa,  225  1st  Street,  Nekoosa,  Wisconsin  54457. 


Wisconsin . 


About  1.3  miles  upstream  of  State  Highway  73... 

*956 

Wood  County. 

Just  downstream  of  Port  Edwards  Dam . 

*964 

Just  upstream  of  Port  Edwards  Dam . 

*969 

Just  downstream  of  Centralia  Dam . 

*977 

Just  upstream  of  Centralia  Dam . 

*984 

About  2150  feet  upstream  of  Centralia  Dam . 

*986 

Moccasin  Creek . 

Within  community . 

*956 

Nepco  Lake . 

Along  shoreline . 

None 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Hall,  Port  Edwards,  Wisconsin. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Rollin  Aubly,  Village  President,  Village  of  Port  Edwards,  P.O.  Box  10,  Port  Edwards,  Wisconsin  54469. 


Wisconsin . 


Unincorporated  Areas  of 
Wood  County. 

About  4000  feet  downstream  of  State  Highway 
73. 

None 

Just  downstream  of  Weir  No.  1 . 

None 

*954 

*963 

*968 

*976 

*984 

*986 

*955 

*980 


*1021 

•1078 


[ 
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t 

iltDepth  in  feet  above 

grourKf.  ‘Elevation  in  feet 

State 

City/town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

(NGVD) 

Existing 

Modified 

Just  upstream  of  Weir  No.  1 . 

None 

*1084 

About  1.4  miles  upstream  of  County  Highway  V.. 

Norte 

*1238 

Moccasin  Creek . 

About  2200  feet  downstream  of  S^  Line  Rail- 

Norte 

*955 

road. 

• 

About  1.2  miles  upstream  of  State  Highway  73... 

*1034 

*1034 

*930 

Just  downstream  of  Nekoosa  Dam . 

*940 

*940 

Just  upstream  of  Nekoosa  Dam . 

*951 

*950 

Just  downstream  of  Biron  Dam 

*1023 

*1022 

Just  upstream  of  Biron  Dam... 

*1035 

*1035 

About  3.0  miles  upstream  of  Biron  Dam . 

Norte 

*1037 

Biron  Overland  Flow . 

*1027 

Drive. 

About  1400  feet  upstream  of  North  Biron  Drive .. 

Norte 

*1032 

*1004 

*995 

Just  downstream  of  C^nty  Trunk  Highway  W .... 

*1029 

•1027 

*980 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  County  Building,  400  Market  Street,  Wood  County,  Wisconsin. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Jessie  Koran,  Chairman  of  the  Board,  Wood  County.  County  Building.  400  Market  Street,  Wood  County,  Wisconsin  54494. 

City  of  Wisconsin 

Wisconsin  River . 

*977 

*975 

Rapids,  Wood  County. 

*977 

*976 

*984 

*984 

Just  downstream  of  Wisconsin  Rapids  Dam . 

*999 

*996 

*1011 

*1011 

About  1.3  miles  dowrrstream  of  Biron  Dam . 

*1020 

*1019 

*1007 

*1003 

*1009 

*1006 

Nepco  Lake . 

Alorra  shoreline . 

None 

*980 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  of  Wisconsin  Rapids.  444  West  Grarxf  Avenue,  Wisconsin  Rapids.  Wisconsin. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  Carl  Greenway,  Mayor,  City  of  Wisconsin  Rapids,  444  West  Grand  Avenue,  Wisconsin  Rapids,  Wisconsin  54494. 


Sundance  Creek . 

Approximately  450  feet  upstream  of  Washing- 

None 

*4,711 

Crook  County. 

ton  Memorial  Park  Reservoir. 

At  North  Sixth  Street . 

None 

*4,730 

Just  upstream  of  Third  Street . 

None 

*4,758 

South  Fork  Sundance  Creek . 

At  the  confluence  with  North  Fork  Surtdance 

None 

*4,758 

Creek. 

Just  upstream  of  North  West  Street . 

None 

*4.771 

1 

Approximately  300  feet  upstream  of  Boxelder 

None 

*4,791 

Street. 

North  Fork  Sundartce  Creek . 

At  the  confluence  with  South  Fork  Sundance 

None 

*4,758 

Creek. 

Approximately  700  feet  upstream  of  North 

None 

*4,804 

West  Street. 

Maps  available  for  review  at  City  Hall.  213  Main  Street,  Sundance,  Wyoming. 

Send  comments  to  The  Honorable  James  A.  Miller,  Mayor,  Town  of  SundarKe,  P.O.  Box  542,  Sundance,  Wyoming  82729. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
83.100,  "Flood  Insurance.”) 

Issued:  April  29, 1992. 

C.M.  “Bud"  Schauerte, 

Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10535  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BIIXING  CODE  671S-0S-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
46  CFR  Parts  560  and  580 
[Docket  No.  92-22] 

Tariff  Filing  by  Non* Vessel-Operating 
Common  Carriers 

agency:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
ACTION:  Advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Maritime 


Commission  is  considering  the 
publication  of  a  proposed  rule  that 
would  exempt  certain  small  non-vessel- 
operating  common  carriers  from  the 
tariff  filing  requirement  of  section  8  of 
the  Shipping  Act  of  1984  and  would  also 
amend  its  tariff  rules  to  permit  all 
NVOCCs  a  greater  degree  of  flexibility 
in  their  methods  of  pricing.  The  purpose 
of  this  Advance  Notice  is  to  solicit 
comments  and  information  from  the 
public  on  the  feasibility  and  desirability 
of  such  a  proposed  rule. 

DATES:  Written  comments  in  response  to 
this  advance  notice  are  to  be  submitted 
on  or  before  July  6, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  (original  and  15 
copies)  are  to  be  submitted  to:  Joseph  C. 
Polking,  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20573,  (202)  523-5725. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  D.  Bourgoin,  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  1100  L 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20573, 
(202)  523-5740. 

Bryant  L  VanBrakle,  Director,  Bureau  of 
Tariffs,  Certification  and  Licensing, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  1100  L 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20573, 
(202)  523-5796. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

In  Petition  No.  P5-91  the  International 
Federation  of  Freight  Forwarders 
Associations  ("FIATA")  *  and  twenty- 


’  FIATA  is  a  trade  association  consisting  of  68 
national  associations  of  companies  engaged  in 
international  forwarding  by  land.  air.  and  sea. 
FIATA  members  offer  a  variety  of  services, 
including:  NVOCC,  freight  forwarder,  customs 

ConlinueJ 
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two  individual  non-vessel-operating 
common  carriers  {“NVOCCs") 
petitioned  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  (“Commission"),  pursuant 
to  section  16  of  the  Shipping  Act  of  1984 
(“1984  Act"),  for  an  exemption  for  all 
NVOCCs  from  the  tariff  filing 
requirement  of  section  8  of  the  1984  Act 
46  U.S.C.  app.  1707.  The  Commission 
subsequently  issued  a  Notice  of  Filing  of 
the  petition,  which  included  a  list  of  23 
questions,  and  requested  interested 
persons  to  submit  their  views.  Sixty- 
eight  comments  were  received  in 
response  to  the  Notice. 

After  a  thorough  review  of  the  petition 
and  the  comments,  the  Commission  has 
by  separate  Order  issued  this  date  in 
Petition  No.  P5-91  denied  the  FIATA 
petition.  The  basis  of  this  denial  is  that 
Petitioners  had  not  met  their  burden  of 
proof  under  section  16  by  demonstrating 
by  convincing  and  reliable  evidence  that 
the  petition  satisfied  the  standards  of 
that  section.  Nonetheless,  the  record  in 
Petition  No.  P5-91  suggests  that  relief 
from  the  tariff  filing  requirement  for 
some  NVOCCs  may  be  warranted.  The 
comments  raise  several  areas  of  concern 
that  might  be  addressed  with  something 
short  of  the  total,  across-the-board, 
exemption  from  tariff  filing  sought  by 
RATA. 

One  of  the  principal  complaints  about 
the  effects  of  tariff  filing  on  NVOCCs  is 
that  these  entities  must  operate  on  a 
flexible  basis  responsive  to  shippers' 
needs,  but  that  tariffs  impose  a  rigidity 
in  pricing  contrary  to  the  needs  and 
desires  of  most  shippers.  NVOCCs 
purportedly  are  on  the  leading  edge  of 
responding  to  the  rapid  changes  in  the 
competitive  worldwide  marketplace  for 
transportation.  Unlike  vessel-operating 
common  carriers  (“VOCCs"),  which  are 
tied  to  their  own  operating  schedules, 
NVOCCs  are  not  tied  to  the  schedule  or 
capacity  of  their  own  assets,  but  are  bee 
to  shop  around  in  an  attempt  to  meet 
shipper  needs.  Accordingly,  there  may 
be  good  reasons  to  encourage  flexibility 
and  speed  of  response  in  meeting 
shipper  needs. 

The  record  in  Petition  No.  P5-91 
indicates  that  NVOCCs,  particularly 
those  that  act  as  consolidators  of  less- 
than-containerload  (1XX”)  cargoes,  and 
their  shipper  customers,  do  place  a 
premium  on  flexibility  and  speed  of 
response.  The  present  tariff  filing  system 
could  uimecessarily  restrict  NVOCC 
pricing  flexibility  and,  in  certain 
instances,  may  ^  of  little  benefit  to 
shippers.  The  Commission  is,  therefore, 
exploring  possible  approaches  to 

broker,  ahipper'*  agent  warebonaing.  docament 
preparation,  local  pick-up  and  delivery, 
coneolidatioa.  packing,  anatuning. 


provide  greater  flexibility  for  NVCX^Cs 
consolidating  LCL  cargo. 

One  possible  approach  would  be  to 
allow  NVOCCs  to  file  LCL  rates  with 
the  Commission  after  the  cargo  has  been 
shipped.  NVOCCs  could  provide 
shippers  whatever  rate  they  agree  upon, 
so  long  as  the  actual  rate  is  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  a  certain  time 
ffame.  !t  would  appear  that  one  week 
from  the  effective  date  of  the  rate  could 
provide  NVOCCs  sufficient  flexibility. 
This  would  allow  NVOCCs  to  charge 
existing  tariff  rates  or,  if  they  choose, 
meet  the  special  needs  of  a  shipper  on 
an  expedited  basis.  It  would  also 
eliminate  complaints  that  NVOCCs  are 
prevented  from  handling  cargo  on  terms 
acceptable  to  both  the  NVOCC  and 
shipper  solely  because  of  tariff  rules 
implementing  the  1984  Act. 

Permitting  LCL  rates  to  be  filed  a 
short  time  after  cargo  is  received  would 
still  provide  the  level  of  “transparent 
pricing"  that  is  one  of  the  benefits  of  the 
current  tariff  filing  system.  The 
information  would  be  slightly  dated; 
however,  all  carriers  and  shippers 
would  know  the  actual  rates  charged. 
Moreover,  the  prohibitions  against  rate 
discrimination  contained  in  section  10  of 
the  1984  Act  46  U.S.C.  app.  1709,  would 
still  apply  and  could  be  readily 
enforced. 

Another  alternative  would  be  to 
permit  NVOCCs  to  file  their  LCL  tariff 
rates  as  minimum  and  maximum  rates. 
There  have  been  allegations  that  rates 
for  consolidated  cargo  space  may  vary 
depending  on  a  number  of  factors,  e.g., 
the  time  of  the  week,  how  full  the 
container  is  on  day  of  pickup,  the  type  of 
cargo  and  other  factors.  The  tariff 
system  may  inhibit  the  natural 
movement  of  these  rates.  It  appears  that 
many  NVOCCs  would  support  some 
method  of  accommodating  these  market 
forces  while  still  being  able  to  pay  the 
ocean  carrier’s  tariff  or  service  contract 
rate.  Minimum-maximum  rates  may 
accomplish  these  ends  and  could  also 
reduce  the  number  of  tariff  filings 
NVOCCs  make.  If  this  approach  is 
pursued,  it  may  be  advisable  to  confine 
the  range  of  the  minimum  and  maximum 
rates  to  some  percentage  variance  in 
order  to  provide  a  greater  degree  of 
precision  to  such  rate  offerings  and  to 
prevent  some  rate  filers  from  defeating 
the  intent  of  the  concept  by  publishing 
extremely  low  minimum  rates  and  high 
maximum  rates. 

Another  area  of  concern  raised  by  the 
comments  is  that  many  of  the  NVOCCs 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  the  1964 
Act  are  small  businesses.  It  has  been 
alleged  that  smaller  NVOCCs  are 
disproportionately  affected  by  the  costs 


and  burdens  of  tariff  filing.  These 
NVOCCs  have  argued  that  because  they 
are  of  limited  size  and  without 
substantial  impact  on  the  market  for 
ocean  transportation,  they  can  be 
exempted  from  the  tariff  filing  system 
without  otherwise  jeopardizing  the 
system.  The  Commission  has  found 
similar  arguments  persuasive  in  other 
regulatory  contexts.  In  the  domestic 
offshore  trades,  the  Commission 
exempts  NVOCCs  from  filing 
information  about  proposed  rate 
changes,  and  NVOCCs  from  detailed 
reporting  requirements  if  their  annual 
revenues  are  less  than  $10  million  in  a 
trade.  In  this  regard,  we  also  note  that 
the  European  Community  (“EC")  has 
previously  raised  concerns  to  the 
Commission  about  small  freight 
forwarders  who  also  consolidate  cargo 
for  ocean  transportation,  particularly  the 
impact  of  the  tariff  filing  requirement. 

Unlike  tariff  filing  for  NVOCCs  as  a 
class.  Congress  has  never  specifically 
considered  the  concerns  raised  above. 
J.e.,  that  tariff  filing  may  be  a  relatively 
costly  and  cumbersome  requirement  for 
some  NVOCCs  in  relation  to  their  size 
and  impact  on  the  market.  In  addition, 
some  relief  from  tariff  filing  for  small 
NVOCCs  may  be  warranted  on 
international  comity  grounds,  as 
suggested  above  by  EC  concern. 

The  Commission  is  accordingly 
seeking  comment  on  whether  small 
business  NVOCCs  should  be  exempted 
from  tariff  filing.  A  key  issue  in  any  such 
inquiry  is  defining  what  is  a  “small 
business  NVOCC.”  One  possible 
definition  is  an  NVOCC  that  ships, 
pursuant  to  its  bills  of  lading,  less  than 
100  TEUs  (or  equivalent  space  of  cargo) 
per  calendar  year  in  U.S.  trades. 

Another  option  might  be  to  refer  to  the 
definition  used  by  the  U.S.  Small 
Business  Administration,  which  requires 
entities  to  be  independently  owned  and 
operated  and  not  dominant  in  a  market, 
with  features  such  as  revenues  or 
number  of  employees  to  be  later 
determined.  The  Commission  solicits 
comments  on  these  and  any  other 
methods  of  defining  a  “small  business 
NVOCC,” 

The  Commission  believes  that  the 
above-mentioned  concepts  can  best  be 
explored  through  the  issuance  of  an 
advance  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
to  solicit  the  views  of  governmental 
bodies,  shippers,  carriers,  NVOCCs  and 
the  interested  public. 

We  are,  therefore,  seeking  comment 
on  the  general  areas  of  increased  pricing 
flexibility  for  NVOCCs,  through  (1)  the 
use  of  minimum — maximum  rates  or  (2) 
permitting  rates  on  LCL  cargoes  to  be 
submitted  subsequent  to  the  cargo 
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movement,  and  (3)  exempting  certain 
smaller  NVOCCs  from  tariff  filing. 

Specific  comments  also  are  sought  on 
the  following  subsidiary  issues,  as  well 
as  on  any  other  matter  deemed  to  be 
relevant. 

1.  How  much  cargo  handled  by 
NVOCCs  moves  on  an  LCL  basis,  either 
in  all  U.S.  trades  or  in  specific  trades? 

2.  Do  NVOCCs  consolidating  LCL 
cargo  need  greater  pricing  flexibility  to 
respond  to  the  demands  of  their  shipper 
customers? 

3.  If  you  answered  yes  to  #2,  what 
methods  would  provide  such  NVOCCs 
greater  pricing  flexibility? 

4.  If  such  NVOCCs  were  permitted  to 
file  rates  after  the  cargo  has  moved,  how 
long  a  period  should  be  provided? 

5.  What  would  be  the  effects  of 
permitting  NVOCCs  consolidating  LCL 
cargo  to  use  minimum — maximum  rates? 

6.  If  minimum — maximum  rates  are 
permitted,  should  they  be  confined  to  a 
particular  percentage  range? 

7.  Does  the  1984  Act  tariff  filing 
requirement  impose  disproportionate 
costs  and  burdens  on  small  NVOCCs? 

8.  What  will  be  the  costs  and 
administrative  burden  of  the 
Commission’s  Automated  Tariff  Filing 
and  Information  system  on  small 
NVOCCs? 

9.  If  the  Commission  were  to  exempt 
small  business  NVOCCs  from  the  tariff 
filing  requirement,  what  would  be  the 
most  effective  and  appropriate  way  to 
define  such  an  NVOCC? 

10.  If  the  Commission  exempted  small 
business  NVOCCs  from  the  tariff  filing 
requirement,  how  could  it  ensure  that 
the  NVOCC  financial  responsibility  and 
Resident  Agent  Requirements  (if 
applicable)  are  met? 

The  foregoing  request  for  comment  on 
general  areas  and  subsidiary  issues 
does  not  in  any  way  preclude  comment 
that  no  exception  to  tariff  filing  for 
NVOCCs  regardless  of  size  is 
warranted. 

The  Commission  can  best  determine 
whether  additional  action  is  warranted 
if  commenters  provide  it  with  a 
sufficient  and  reliable  factual  basis  upon 
which  to  act.  In  this  regard,  any 
commenter  that  submits  factual 
allegations  on  significant  and  material 
issues  is  encouraged  to  support  those 
allegations  by  affidavits,  exhibits  or 
other  reliable  materials. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10641  Filed  6-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  673(M>1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
50  CFR  Part  17 
RIN  1018-AB52 

Endangered  and  Threatened  Wildlife 
and  Plants;  Proposed  Designation  of 
Critical  Habitat  for  the  Silver  Rice  Rat 

agency:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  proposes  to  designate  critical 
habitat  for  the  endangered  silver  rice  rat 
(Lower  Florida  Keys  population  of 
Oryzomys  palustris  or  O.  argentatus). 
This  species  was  listed  as  endangered 
on  April  30, 1991.  Critical  habitat  was 
not  designated  at  that  time  because  it 
was  not  deemed  prudent.  If  this 
proposed  action  is  made  final.  Federal 
actions  that  may  affect  critical  habitat 
will  be  subject  to  section  7(a)(2)  of  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended.  The  Service  solicits  data  and 
comments  from  the  public  on  all  aspects 
of  this  proposal,  including  additional 
information  on  the  economic  impacts 
(costs  and  benefits)  of  the  designation, 
methods  of  evaluating  costs  and  benefits 
accruing  from  the  designation,  the 
amount  and  distribution  of  silver  rice 
rate  habitat,  and  why  any  particular 
lands  should  or  should  not  be 
designated  as  critical  habitat. 

DATES:  Comments  from  all  interested 
parties  must  be  received  by  September 
4, 1992.  Public  hearing  requests  must  be 
received  by  June  22, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  and  materials  on 
this  proposal  should  be  sent  to  the  Field 
Supervisor,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  3100  University  Boulevard 
South,  suite  120,  Jacksonville,  Florida 
32611.  Comments  and  materials  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection, 
by  appointment,  during  normal  business 
hours  at  the  above  address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  David  J.  Wesley  at  the  above 
address. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

In  a  final  rule  published  April  30, 1991, 
in  the  Federal  Register  (56  FR  19809),  the 
Service  determined  endangered  status 
for  the  Lower  Keys  population  of  the 
rice  rat,  or  silver  rice  rate  [Oryzomys 
palustris  natator,  or  O.  argentatus), 
pursuant  to  the  Endangered  Species  Act 
of  1973,  as  amended  (Act).  This  small 
mammal  is  restricted  to  wetlands  of  the 
Lower  Keys  of  Monroe  County,  Florida. 


The  silver  rice  rate  is  known  to  occur  on 
eight  keys,  is  believed  to  be  extirpated 
from  one  key,  and  likely  has  been 
extirpated  on  two  other  keys.  It  is 
endangered  by  conversion  of  its  wetland 
habitat  for  commercial  and  residential 
purposes.  Further  details  can  be 
obtained  from  the  1991  Federal  Register 
entry. 

In  the  final  rule  listing  the  silver  rice 
rat  as  an  endangered  species,  the 
Service  concluded  that  critical  habitat 
designation  was  not  prudent.  A  re¬ 
examination  of  potential  threats  to  the 
species  has  led  the  Service  to  conclude 
that  the  risk  of  illicit  takings  arising  from 
publication  of  critical  habitat  may  not 
be  so  serious  as  to  render  designation  of 
critical  habitat  imprudent.  The  Service 
accordingly  proposes  to  designate 
critical  habitat  for  the  silver  rice  rat. 

Critical  Habitat 

Critical  habitat,  as  defined  by  section 
3  of  the  Act,  means: 

(i)  The  specific  areas  within  the 
geographical  area  occupied  by  a  species, 
at  the  time  it  is  listed  in  accordance  with 
the  Act,  on  which  are  found  those 
physical  or  biological  features  (I) 
essential  to  the  conservation  of  the 
species  and  (II)  that  may  require  special 
management  considerations  or 
protection  and; 

(ii)  Specific  areas  outside  the 
geographical  area  occupied  by  a  species 
at  the  time  it  is  listed,  upon  a 
determination  that  such  areas  are 
essential  for  the  conservation  of  the 
species. 

Based  on  information  provided  by 
Goodyear  (1984),  critical  habitat  for  the 
silver  rice  rat  is  being  proposed  for  nine 
keys  or  groups  of  keys  occupied  by  the 
species,  totalling  about  10,062  acres: 
Little  Pine  Key,  Water  Keys  (north  of  Big 
Torch  Key,  not  the  Water  Key  west  of 
Little  Pine  Key),  Big  Torch  Key,  Middle 
Torch  Key,  Raccoon  Key,  Summerland 
Key,  Cudjoe  Key,  Johnston  Key,  and 
Saddlebunch  Keys.  About  5,003  acres  of 
the  proposed  critical  habitat  consists  of 
National  Key  Deer  Refuge  or  Great 
White  Heron  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
lands. 

The  Service's  listing  regulations  50 
CFR  424.12(b)(5)  require  the  Ser\'ice  to 
consider  those  physical  and  biological 
attributes  essential  to  the  conservation 
of  the  species.  Such  requirements,  as 
stated  in  50  CFR  424.(b)(5)  include,  but 
are  not  limited  to,  the  following: 

(a)  Space  for  individual  and 
population  growth,  and  for  normal 
behavior, 

(b)  Food,  water,  or  other  nutritional  or 
physiological  requirements; 

(c)  Cover  or  shelter; 
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(d)  Sites  for  breeding,  reproduction, 
rearing  of  offspring;  and, 

(e)  Habitats  that  are  protected  from 
disturbance  or  are  representative  of  the 
historic  geographical  and  ecological 
distributions  of  a  species. 

The  Service  has  determined  that 
physical  and  biological  habitat  features 
(referred  to  as  the  primary  constituent 
elements]  that  support  nesting,  foraging, 
cover  and  dispersal  are  essential  to  the 
conservation  of  the  silver  rice  rat. 
Goodyear  (1984, 1987]  described 
essential  habitat  for  the  silver  rice  rat  as 
areas  containing  contiguous  mangrove 
swamps,  saltmarsh  flats,  and 
buttonwood  transition  vegetation.  These 
vegetational  types,  as  well  as  fresh 
water  cattail  marches,  contain  the 
primary  constituent  elements  in  the 
proposed  critical  habitat  for  the  silver 
rice  rat.  These  vegetational  types  can  be 
generally  identified  by  the  presence  of 
the  following  species: 

— ^Mangrove  swamp  containing  red 
[Rhizophora  mangle],  black 
{Avicennia germinans],  and  white 
[Laguncularia  racemosa)  mangroves 
and  buttonwood  {Conocarpus 
erectus)\ 

— Salt  marshes,  swales,  and  adjacent 
transitional  wetlands  containing 
saltwort  {Balls  maritima],  perennial 
glasswort  {Salicomia  virginica], 
saltgrass  {Distichlis  spicata],  sea 
oxeye  {Borrichia  frutescens],  keygrass 
{Monanthochloe  littoralis),  and 
coastal  dropseed  {Sporoboluss 
virginicus);  and, 

— ^Fresh  water  marshes  containing 
cattails  {Typha  domingensis), 
sawgrass  {Cladium  jamaicense),  and 
cordgrass  {Spartina  spp.]. 

Section  4(b](2]  of  the  Act  requires  the 
Service  to  designate  critical  habitat  on 
the  basis  of  the  best  scientific  data 
available  and  after  consideration  of  the 
economic  impact  and  any  other  relevant 
impact,  of  specifying  any  particular  area 
as  critical  habitat  The  Secretary  may 
exclude  any  area  from  critical  habitat  if 
he  determines  that  the  benefits  of  such 
exclusion  outweigh  the  benefits  of 
specifying  such  area  as  part  of  the 
critical  habitat  unless  he  determines, 
based  on  the  best  scientific  and 
commercial  data  available,  that  the 
failure  to  designate  such  area  as  critical 
habitat  will  result  in  the  extinction  of 
the  species  concerned.  The  Act  thus 
requires  the  Service  to  evaluate  those 
economic  and  other  impacts  likely  to 
take  place  due  to  the  designation  of 
critical  habitat 

Section  4(b](8]  of  the  Act  requires,  for 
any  proposed  or  final  regulation  that 
designates  critical  habitat  a  brief 
description  and  evaluation  of  those 


activities  (public  or  private]  that  may 
adversely  modify  such  habitat  or  may 
be  affected  by  such  designation.  By 
definition,  critical  habitat  affects  only 
Federal  agency  actions  and  does  not 
apply  to  private,  or  local  or  state 
government  activities  that  are  not 
subject  to  Federal  authorization  or 
funding.  The  principal  public  activity  in 
the  proposed  critical  habitat  is  the 
operation  of  the  Service’s  National  Key 
Deer  Refuge.  Seven  of  the  nine  keys 
proposed  as  critical  habitat  are  totally 
or  partially  included  in  existing  National 
Key  Deer  Refuge  boundaries.  As 
discussed  above,  in  addition  to  the 
existing  requirement  to  consult  within 
the  agency  on  actions  that  may  affect 
the  silver  rice  rat,  the  Service  will  also 
be  required  to  confer  within  the  agency 
on  any  actions  that  are  likely  to  result  in 
destruction  or  adverse  modification  of 
proposed  critical  habitat  These  effects 
are  judged  to  be  minimal:  the  Service 
manages  the  refuge  for  the  maintenance 
of  endangered  species,  primarily  the  Key 
deer;  the  needs  of  the  silver  rice  rat  are 
not  expected  to  conflict  with  any 
existing  refuge  management  practices. 
The  current  endangered  status  of  the 
silver  rice  rate  already  requires  the 
Serivce  to  address  the  conservation 
needs  of  the  silver  rice  rat  on  refuge 
lands,  through  the  Act  and  existing 
National  Widlife  Refuge  System  policies 
and  priorities.  Critical  habitat 
designation  is  therefore  not  expected  to 
affect  current  management  of  refuge 
lands. 

A  second  possible  Federal  agency 
involvement  is  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  administered  by  the 
Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  (FEMA].  FEMA  believes  that  its 
implementation  of  the  flood  insurance 
program  is  not  an  action  that  is  subject 
to  Section  7  of  the  Endangered  Species 
Act,  but  this  legal  position  is  being 
contested  in  a  lawsuit  filed  by  the 
National  Wildlife  Federation.  Florida 
Key  Deer  v.  Stickney,  Civ.  No.  90-10037 
(S.D.Fla.,  complaint  filed  April  2, 1990]. 

In  the  lawsuit,  the  National  Wildlife 
Federation  contends  that  FEMA’s 
provision  of  Federal  flood  insurance 
facilitates  development  that  may  result 
in  the  destruction  or  adverse 
modification  of  Florida  Key  deer  habitat 
If  FEMA  is  unsuccessful  in  the  lawsuit, 
FEMA  may  be  required  to  consult 
regarding  the  impact  that  providing 
flood  insurance  to  eligible  communities 
has  on  listed  species  and  designated 
critical  habitat  within  the  Florida  Keys. 
This  might  result  in  eligible  communities 
having  to  adopt  stricter  zoning 
requirements  for  the  protection  of  the 
silver  rice  rat  critical  habitat  or  possibly 
even  the  withdrawal  of  flood  insurance 


availability  in  certain  areas.  In  the 
Florida  Keys,  exclusionary  areas  have 
been  established,  without  critical 
habitat  designation,  for  water  delivery 
and  electrical  service  subsidized  by 
loans  from  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration  (FmHA]  and  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  (REA), 
respectively. 

A  third  Federal  activity  that  may  be 
affected  by  critical  habitat  designation 
is  the  permitting  program  of  the  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers  under  section 
404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act.  If  a  final 
designation  is  made,  permit  review  by 
the  Corps  would  need  to  insure  that 
issuance  is  not  likely  to  result  in  the 
destruction  or  adverse  modification  of 
critical  habitat  for  the  silver  rice  rat. 
Only  private  activities  that  require 
permit  review  and  may  affect  the  critical 
habitat  for  the  silver  rice  rat  would  be 
affected;  these  activities  include  the 
filling  of  transitional  wetlands  for 
residential  development.  Other  private 
activities  that  do  not  require  a  Federal 
permit  or  do  not  involve  Federal  funding 
would  not  be  affected  by  this  rule  if 
made  final.  Some  platted  subdivisions 
within  proposed  critical  habitat  are 
located  partially  in  transitional 
wetlands  used  by  the  silver  rice  rat.  In 
order  to  prepare  these  sites  for 
construction,  filling  for  house  pads  and 
driveways  is  often  necessary.  This  Fill 
eliminates  and  fragments  silver  rice  rat 
habitat.  Potential  indirect  impacts  of 
such  development  include  increased 
numbers  of  free-ranging  or  feral 
domestic  dogs  and  cats,  raccoons,  and 
black  rats;  the  latter  two  species  are 
attracted  by  increased  food  availability 
around  human  residences.  Some  of  these 
fill  activities  require  permits  from  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  ^gineers  through 
section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act.  If 
permit  issuance  is  likely  to  result  in  the 
destruction  or  adverse  modification  of 
proposed  critical  habitat  for  the  silver 
rice  rat.  such  issuance  would  have  to  be 
preceded  by  a  conference  between  the 
Corps  and  the  Service  under  section 
7(a](4]  of  the  Act  The  current 
endangered  status  of  the  silver  rice  rat 
already  requires  Federal  agencies  to 
consult  on  any  action  that  may  affect 
this  species,  including  the  Corps’  404 
program. 

The  Charles  River  Laboratories 
maintains  a  breeding  colony  of  rhesus 
monkeys  on  Raccoon  Key.  Monkeys 
were  formerly  supplied  to  the  U.S.  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  but  that 
arrangement  terminated  in  1989;  there  is 
currently  no  Federal  involvement  with 
this  project.  Goodyear  (1984]  expressed 
concern  about  the  damage  monkeys 
were  doing  to  red  mangroves  by 
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stripping  them  of  leaves,  and  the 
indirect  effect  this  might  have  on  the 
silver  rice  rat.  Wolfe  (1987)  was  unable 
to  find  any  evidence  that  the  monkeys 
were  affecting  the  silver  rice  rat.  Based 
on  a  consent  order  from  the  Florida 
Department  of  Environmental 
Regulation,  the  monkeys  are  now  being 
caged  and  maintained  in  a  way  that  will 
minimize  environmental  effects  on  the 
vegetation  of  Raccoon  Key.  Therefore, 
the  monkey  colony  is  not  expected  to 
affect  the  silver  rice  rats  on  Raccoon 
key. 

Section  4(b)(2)  of  the  Act  requires  the 
Service  to  consider  economic  and  other 
impacts  in  structuring  the  area 
designated  as  critical  habitat.  The 
Service’s  initial  economic  analysis  does 
not  fully  analyze  the  entire  range  of  the 
economic  impacts,  both  positive  and 
negative,  of  the  proposed  designation. 

To  allow  for  the  completion  of  the 
analysis  and  the  fullest  possible  public 
comment  on  the  economic  effects  of  the 
proposed  designation,  the  Service  is 
requesting  public  comment  concerning 
several  specific  economic  issues.  (See 
discussion  under  “Public  Comments 
Solicited,”  below.  The  Service  will 
consider  all  additional  relevant 
information  on  such  impacts  in  deciding 
which  areas  should  be  included  in  or  - 
excluded  from  critical  habitat. 

Available  Conservation  Measures 

Conservation  measures  provided  to 
species  listed  as  endangered  or 
threatened  under  the  Act  include 
recognition,  recovery  actions, 
requirements  for  Federal  protection,  and 
prohibitions  against  certain  practices. 
Recognition  through  listing  encourages 
and  results  in  conservation  actions  by 
Federal,  state,  and  private  agencies, 
groups,  and  individuals.  The  Act 
provides  for  possible  land  acquisition 
and  cooperation  with  the  states  and 
requires  that  recovery  actions  be  carried 
out  for  all  listed  species.  Such  actions 
have  been  initiated  by  the  Service 
following  the  listing  of  the  silver  rice  rat 
as  an  endangered  species.  The 
protection  measures  provided  to  listed 
species  by  Federal  agencies  are 
summarized  below. 

Section  7(a)  of  the  Act,  as  amended, 
requires  Federal  agencies  to  evaluate 
their  actions  with  respect  to  any  species 
that  is  proposed  or  listed  as  endangered 
or  threatened  and  with  respect  to  its 
critical  habitat,  if  any  is  being 
designated.  Regulations  implementing 
this  interagency  cooperation  provision 
of  the  Act  are  codified  at  50  CFR  part 
402.  Section  7(a)(4)  requires  Federal 
agencies  to  confer  informally  with  the 
Service  on  any  action  that  is  likely  to 
jeopardize  the  continued  existence  of  a 


proposed  species  or  result  in  destruction 
or  adverse  modification  of  proposed 
critical  habitat.  If  a  species  is  listed 
subsequently,  section  7(aX2)  requires 
Federal  agencies  to  insure  that  activities 
they  authorize,  fund,  or  carry  out  are  not 
likely  to  jeopardize  the  continued 
existence  of  such  a  species  or  to  destroy 
or  adversely  modify  its  critical  habitat. 

If  a  Federal  action  may  a^ect  a  listed 
species  or  its  critical  habitat,  the 
responsible  Federal  agency  must  enter 
into  formal  consultation  with  the 
Service. 

Four  Federal  agencies  with  known  or 
probable  jurisdiction  in  the  proposed 
critical  habitat  for  the  silver  rice  rat 
have  been  identified.  Known  or 
potential  projects  that  will  require 
consultation  are  summarized  in  the 
Critical  Habitat  section  above. 

Public  Comments  Solicited 

The  Service  intends  that  any  final 
action  resulting  from  this  proposal  will 
be  as  accurate  and  effective  as  possible. 
Therefore,  comments  or  suggestions 
from  the  public,  other  concerned 
governmental  agencies,  the  scientific 
community,  industry,  or  any  other 
interested  party  concerning  this 
proposed  rule  are  hereby  solicited. 
Comments  are  particularly  sought 
concerning; 

(1)  The  reasons  why  any  habitat 
should  or  should  not  be  determined  to 
be  critical  habitat  as  provided  by 
section  4  of  the  Act; 

(2)  Current  or  planned  activities  in  the 
subject  area  and  their  possible  impacts 
on  this  species;  and 

(3)  Any  foreseeable  economic  and 
other  impacts  resulting  from  the 
proposed  designation  of  critical  habitat. 

(4)  Economic  values  associated  with 
benefits  of  designating  critical  habitat 
for  the  silver  rice  rat. 

(5)  The  methodology  the  Service  might 
use.  under  section  5(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  in 
determining  whether  the  benefits  of 
excluding  an  area  from  critical  habitat 
outweigh  the  benefits  of  specifying  the 
area  as  critical  habitat. 

The  final  decision  on  this  proposed 
regulation  to  designate  critical  habitat 
for  the  silver  rice  rat  will  take  into 
consideration  the  conunents  and  any 
additional  information  received  by  the 
Service,  and  such  communications  may 
lead  to  a  final  regulation  that  differs 
from  the  proposal. 

Requests  for  a  public  hearing  on  this 
proposal  must  be  received  within  45 
days  of  the  date  of  publication  of  the 
proposal.  Such  requests  must  be  made  in 
writing  and  addressed  to  the  Supervisor 
of  the  Service’s  Jacksonville  Field  Office 
(see  ADDRESSES  section). 


National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  has 
determined  that  an  Environmental 
Assessment,  as  defined  under  the 
authority  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969,  need  not  be  prepared 
in  connection  with  regulations  adopted 
pursuant  to  section  4(a)  of  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended.  A  notice  outlining  the 
Service’s  reasons  for  this  determination 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  25, 1983  (48  FR  49244). 

Required  Determinations 

The  Service  has  determined  that  this 
is  not  a  major  rule  as  defined  by 
Executive  Order  12291,  and  that  the  rule 
would  not  have  a  significant  economic 
effect  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities  as  described  in  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C,  601,  et  seq.). 
Based  on  the  information  currently 
available  and  discussed  in  this  rule  and 
the  draft  economic  analysis  concerning 
public  projects  and  private  activities 
within  critical  habitat,  it  does  not 
appear  that  significant  economic 
impacts  will  result  from  the  critical 
habitat  designation.  However,  the 
Service  is  requesting  additional 
information  on  anticipated  activities 
within  the  proposed  critical  habitat  area 
and  the  potential  economic  impacts  that 
may  result  from  designating  critical 
habitat.  The  Service  will  prepare  a  final 
economic  analysis  after  receipt  of 
additional  information  and  prior  to  a 
final  determination  on  this  proposed 
rule. 

Executive  Order  No.  12630  requires 
that  Federal  actions  which  may  affect 
the  value  or  use  of  private  property  be 
accompanied  by  a  "Takings 
Implications  Assessment.”  Although 
Takings  Implications  Assessments  are 
not  required  prior  to  endangered  and 
threatened  species  listing  decisions, 
which  must  be  based  solely  on 
biological  information,  such 
assessments  may  be  appropriate  for 
certain  rulemakings  involving  critical 
habitat  designation.  The  Act  does  not 
automatically  restrict  all  uses  of  critical 
habitat,  but  only  imposes  restrictions 
under  section  7(a)(2)  on  Federal  agency 
actions  that  are  likely  to  result  in 
destruction  or  adverse  modification  of 
designated  critical  habitat.  The 
proposed  regulation,  if  made  final, 
would  impose  an  additional  regulatory 
requirement  on  Federal  agencies  to 
insure  that  their  actions  are  not  likely  to 
destroy  or  adversely  modify  critical 
habitat  for  the  silver  rice  rat.  This  is  not 
likely  to  significantly  change  the 
existing  situation,  because  Federal 
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agencies  are  already  required  to  insure 
that  their  actions  are  not  likely  to 
jeopardize  the  continued  existence  of 
the  silver  rice  rat.  However,  the  Service 
will  prepare  a  Takings  Implications 
Assessment  prior  to  a  final  decision  on 
the  proposed  designation. 

The  rule  does  not  require  a  federalism 
assessment  under  Executive  Order 
12612  since  it  will  not  have  any 
significant  federalism  effects  as 
described  in  the  order.  The  rule  only 
relates  to  Federal  lands  and  other  lands 
where  there  is  Federal  involvement:  no 
intrusion  on  State  policy  or 
administration  is  expected,  and  roles 
and  responsibilities  of  Federal  and  State 
governments  will  not  change,  and  fiscal 
capacity  will  not  be  substantially 
affected. 

The  rule  contains  no  collections  of 
information  that  require  approval  by  the 
OR'ice  of  Management  and  Budget  under 
44  U.S.C.  3501,  et.  seq.  Finally,  the  rule 
contains  no  recordkeeping  requirements 
as  defined  by  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  of  1980. 
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List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  17 

Endangered  and  threatened  species. 
Exports,  Imports,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements,  and 
Transportation. 

Proposed  Regulation  Promuigation 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
part  17,  subchapter  B  of  chapter  I,  title 
50  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as 
set  forth  below: 

PART  17— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  17 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  16  U.S.C.  1361-1407;  16  U.S.C. 
1531-1544: 16  U.S.C.  4201-4245:  Pub.  L  99- 
625, 100  Stat.  3500;  unless  otherwise  noted. 

§17.11  [Amended] 

2.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  §  17.11(h) 
by  revising  the  "Critical  habitat"  entry 
for  the  "Rat,  rice  (  =  silver  rice)",  under 
MAMMALS,  to  read  "17.95(a)”. 

3.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  §  17.95(a) 
by  adding  critical  habitat  of  the  silver 


rice  rat,  in  the  same  alphabetical  order 
as  the  species  occurs  in  §  17.11(h). 

§  17.95  Critical  habitat— fish  and  wildlife, 
(a)  *  *  * 

*  *  «  *  * 

SILVER  RICE  RAT  [Oryzomys  palustris 
notator[—0.  argentatus)) 

Monroe  County,  Florida:  Little  Pine 
Key,  Water  Keys,  Big  Torch  Key,  Middle 
Torch  Key,  Summerland  Key,  Cudjoe 
Key,  Johnston  Key,  Raccoon  Key,  and 
Saddlebunch  Keys.  Included  are  all 
lands  and  waters  above  mean  low  tide. 

Within  these  areas  the  major 
constituent  elements  that  are  known  to 
require  special  management 
considerations  or  protection  are 
mangrove  swamps  containing  red 
[Rhizophora  mangle),  black  [Avicennia 
germinans),  and  white  [Laguncularia 
racemosa)  mangroves,  and  buttonwood 
[Conocarpus  erectus);  salt  marshes, 
swales,  and  adjacent  transitional 
wetlands  containing  saltwort  [Balls 
maritima),  perennial  glasswort 
[Salicornia  virginica),  saltgrass 
[Distichlis  spicata),  sea  ox-eye 
[Borrichia  frutescens),  keygrass 
[Monanthochloe  littoralis),  and  coastal 
dropseed  [Sporobolus  virginicus\,  and 
fresh  water  marshes  containing  cattails 
[Typha  domingensis),  saw-grass 
[Cladium  jamaicense),  and  cordgrass 
[Spartina  spp.). 

«  4r  *  *  * 
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Dated:  April  10, 1992. 

Richard  N.  Smith, 

Acting  Director,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
(FR  Doc.  92-10707  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

Committee  on  Administrative  Public 
Meetings 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Advisory  Conunittee  Act  (Pub.  L,  92- 
463),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting 
of  the  Conunittee  on  Administration  of 
the  Administrative  Conference  of  the 
United  States. 

The  Committee  will  discuss  a  draft 
report  on  the  operation  of  the  Office  of 
Juvenile  Justice  and  Delinquency 
Prevention’s  formula  grant  program. 

Copies  of  the  draft  report  are 
available  from  the  Conference. 

DATES:  Tuesday,  May  26, 1992  at  2  p.m. 
LOCATION:  Library  of  the  Administrative 
Conference,  2120  L  Street  NW.,  suite 
500,  Washington,  DC. 

PUBUC  PARTiaPATiON:  The  committee 
meeting  is  open  to  the  interested  public, 
but  limited  to  the  space  available. 
Persons  wishing  to  attend  should  notify 
the  contact  person  at  least  two  days 
prior  to  the  meeting.  The  committee 
chairman  may  permit  members  of  the 
public  to  present  oral  statements  at  the 
meeting.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the 
committee  before,  during,  or  after  the 
meeting.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  on  request. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 
Charles  Pou,  Jr.,  Office  of  the  Chairman, 
Administrative  Conference  of  the  United 
States.  2120  L  Street  NW.,  suite  500, 
Washington,  DC  20037.  Telephone:  (202) 
254-7020. 

Dated:  May  4. 1992. 

Jeffrey  S.  Lubbers, 

Research  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10682  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BIU.INO  CODE  eiKHtl-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forms  Under  Review  by  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget 

May  1. 1992. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
submitted  to  OMB  for  review  the 
following  proposals  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C, 
chapter  35)  since  the  last  list  was 
published.  This  list  is  grouped  into  new 
proposals,  revisions,  extensions,  or 
reinstatements.  Each  entry  contains  the 
following  information: 

(1)  Agency  proposing  the  information 
collection;  (2)  Title  of  ffie  information 
collection;  (3)  Form  number(s),  if 
applicable;  (4)  How  often  the 
information  is  requested;  (5)  Who  will 
be  required  or  asked  to  report;  (6)  An 
estimate  of  the  number  of  responses;  (7) 
An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of  hours 
needed  to  provide  the  information;  (8) 
Name  and  telephone  number  of  the 
agency  contact  person. 

Questions  about  the  items  in  the 
listing  should  be  directed  to  the  agency 
person  named  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 
Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
from:  Department  Clearance  Officer, 
USDA,  OIRM,  room  404-W  Admin. 
Bldg.,  Washington,  DC  20250,  (202)  690- 
2118. 

Extension 

•  Forest  Service. 

•  Landowner  Adjustments  (36  CFR  254, 
subpart  A — ^Land  Exchanges). 

•  On  occasion. 

•  Individuals  or  households;  State  or 
local  governments;  Farms;  Businesses 
or  other  for-profit;  Non-profit 
institutions;  Small  businesses  or 
organizations;  298  responses;  596 
hours. 

•  Jim  Dear  or  Kathy  Dolge,  (202)  405- 
1361. 

Reinstatement. 

•  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

•  Report  of  Compliance  and 
Participation. 

•  Form  268. 

•  Recordkeeping;  Annually. 

•  Businesses  or  other  for-profit;  Small 
businesses  or  organizations;  1840 
responses;  1233  hours. 


•  Paul  D.  Marsden,  (202)  720-S551. 
Donald  E.  Hulcber, 

Deputy  Departmental  Clearance  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10618  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  3410-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Rsh  and  Wildlife  Service 

Availability  of  the  Record  of  Decision 
Regarding  Subsistence  Management 
for  Federal  Public  Lands  in  Alaska 

agency:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior.  Forest  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  availability  of  the 
record  of  decision  regarding  subsistence 
management  for  federal  public  lands  in 
Alaska. 


summary:  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
has  made  his  decision  regarding 
subsistence  management  for  Federal 
public  lands  in  Alaska  consistent  with 
§  1505.2  of  the  Council  in  Environmental 
Quality  regulations  (40  CFR  Parts  1500- 
1508)  implementing  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969.  The 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  acting  through 
the  Forest  Service  has  also  concurred 
with  the  decision. 

The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
served  as  the  lead  agency  for  five 
Federal  agencies  in  Uie  preparation  of  a 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(EIS)  for  Subsistence  Management  for 
Federal  Public  Lands  in  Alaska  pursuant 
to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969.  The 
EIS  described  four  alternatives  for  the 
Federal  Subsistence  Management 
Program  in  Alaska  pursuant  to  title  VIII 
of  the  Alaska  National  Interest  Lands 
Conservation  Act  of  1980  (Pub.  L  96- 
487, 16  U.S.C.  3111-3126)  and  the 
environmental  consequences  of 
implementing  each  alternative. 

addresses:  Single  copies  of  the  Record 
of  Decision  can  be  obtained  fi'om  the 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  1011 E. 
Tudor  Road,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99503, 
or  the  USDA  Forest  Service,  P.O.  Box 
21628,  Juneau,  Alaska  99802-1628. 
Correspondence  may  be  sent  to  the 
Chair,  Federal  Subsistence  Board,  c/o 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  1011 E. 
Tudor  Road,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99503. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  S.  Pospahala,  Office  of 
Subsistence  Management,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  1011 E.  Tudor  Road, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99503;  telephone 
(907)  786-3447.  For  questions  specific  to 
National  Forest  System  lands,  contact 
Norman  Howse,  Assistant  Director  for 
Subsistence,  USDA,  Forest  Service, 
Alaska  Region,  P.O.  Box  21628,  Juneau, 
Alaska  99802-1628;  telephone  (907)  586- 
8890. 

Availability 

Copies  of  the  Record  of  Decision  will 
also  be  available  for  the  public  at  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Dii^or,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  1011 E.  T^dor 
Road,  Anchorage  Alaska  99503.  and  at 
the  following  locations: 

USDA  Forest  Service,  Alaska  Region, 
Regional  Office,  P.O.  Box  21628, 
Juneau,  Alaska  99802-1628. 

U.S.  Forest  Service,  Chugach  National 
Forest,  201 E.  6th  Avenue,  suite  206, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 

U.S.  Forest  Service,  Tongass  National 
Forest  Chatham  Area,  204  Siginaka 
Way,  Sitka,  Alaska  99835. 

U.S.  Forest  Service,  Tongass  National 
Forest  Ketchikan  Area,  Federal 
Building,  Ketchikan,  Alaska  99901. 
U.S.  Forest  Service,  Tongass  National 
Forest  Stikine  Area,  P.O.  Box  309, 
Petersburg,  Alaska  99833. 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Division 
of  Refuge  Management  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior  Bldg.,  18th 
&  C  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20240. 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Refuges 
and  Wildlife,  500  NE.  Multnomah 
Street,  suite  1692,  Portland,  OR  97232. 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Refuges 
and  Wildlife,  500  Gold  Avenue  SW., 
room  1306,  Albuquerque.  NM  87103. 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Refuges 
and  Wildlife,  Federal  Building,  Fort 
Snelling,  Twin  Cities,  MN  55111. 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Refuges 
and  Wildlife,  Richard  B.  Russell 
Federal  Bldg..  75  Spring  Street 
Atlanta,  CA  30303. 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Refuges 
and  Wildlife,  One  Gateway  Center, 
suite  700,  Newton  Comer,  MA  02158. 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Refuges 
and  Wildlife,  134  Union  Blvd., 
Lakewood,  CO  80225. 

Drafting  Information 

The  primary  author  of  this  notice  is 
Cedi  R.  Kuhn,  Subsistence  Office, 


Alaska  Regional  Office,  U.S.  Forest 
Service,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

Curtis  V.McVee, 

Chair,  Federal  Subsistence  Board. 

Dated:  April  8, 1992. 

Michael  A.  Barton, 

Regional  Forester,  U.S.  Forest  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10507  Filed  S-6-02;  8:45  am] 

BILLINO  CODE  S410>1V«I 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Agency  Forms  Under  Review  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Bud^t 

DOC  has  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  for 
clearance  the  following  proposals  for 
collection  of  information  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Paperwoiic  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

Agency:  Bxireau  of  Export 
Administration. 

Title:  Flexible  Computer  Integrated 
Manufacturing. 

Form  Number:  Ref.  #027;  Section  705 
of  the  Defense  Production  Act 

OMB  Approval  Number.  N/ A. 

Type  of  Request:  New  Collection. 

Burden:  4,200  hours. 

Number  of  Respondents:  550. 

Avg.  Hours  Per  Response:  Ranges 
between  4  to  10  hours. 

Needs  and  Uses:  Information  will  be 
collected  from  400  developers  and  100 
end-users  of  flexible  computer 
integrated  manufacturing  and  50 
academic  institutions  engaged  in 
research  and  development  to  assess  the 
status  of  the  flexible  computer 
integrated  manufacturing  sector.  The 
purpose  of  the  review  is  to  comply  with 
section  825  of  the  FY 1991  Defense 
Authorization  Act,  which  calls  for 
assessments  of  defense  critical 
technologies. 

Affected  Public:  Businesses  or  other 
for-profit  institutions;  small  businesses 
or  organizations. 

Frequency:  One  time. 

Respondent’s  Obligation:  Mandatory. 

OMB  Desk  Officer  Gary  Waxman, 
(202)  395-7340,  room  3208,  New 
Executive  Office  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20503. 

Agency:  Bureau  of  Export 
Administration. 

Title:  Written  Assurances  for  Exports 
of  Technical  Data  Under  General 
License  GTDR. 

Form  Number  No  form  used. 
Regulatory  authority  is  EAR  779.4(e)  and 

(f). 

OMB  Approval  Number:  0694-0023. 

Type  of  Request  Extension  of  the 
expiration  date  of  a  currently  approved 
collection. 


Burden:  142  reporting/recOTdkeeping 
hours. 

Number  of  Respondents:  275. 

Avg.  Hours  Per  Response:  30  minutes 
for  reporting,  1  minute  for 
recor^eeping. 

Needs  and  Uses:  This  procedure 
requires  that  certain  written  asstirances 
be  provided  by  the  foreign  importer  of 
specific  U.S.  origin  technical  data  to 
assure  it  will  not  be  exported  or 
reexported  to  proscribed  destinations. 
The  requirement  of  these  letters 
provides  a  measure  of  security  and 
compliance  with  established  export 
control  policy. 

Affected  Public:  Businesses  or  other 
for-profit  institutions;  small  businesses 
or  organizations. 

Frequency:  On  occasion. 

Respondent’s  Obligation:  Required  to 
obtain  or  retain  a  benefit. 

OMB  Desk  Officer:  G€iry  Waxman, 
(202)  395-7340,  room  3208,  New 
Executive  Office  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20503. 

Agency:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration. 

Title:  Permits  for  Incidental  Take  of 
Endangered  and  Threatened  Species. 

Form  Number  No  form  used. 
Regulatory  authority  is  50  CFR  221.21- 
23. 

OMB  Approval  Number  0648-0230. 

Burden:  360  hours. 

Number  of  Respondents:  200. 

Avg.  Hours  Per  Response:  1.8  hours. 

Needs  and  Uses:  The  Endangered 
Species  Act  imimsed,  with  certain 
exceptions,  prohibitions  against  the 
taking  of  endangered  species.  Section  10 
allows  citizens  to  inddently  take  listed 
species  if  they  apply  for  a  general  permit 
and/or  certificate  of  inclusion.  Without 
the  permit,  takings  are  prohibited  and 
persons  are  subject  to  prosecution. 

Affected  Public:  Individuals;  state  or 
local  governments;  businesses  or  other 
for-profit  institutions;  small  businesses 
or  organizations. 

Frequency:  On  occasion;  annually. 

Respondent’s  Obligation:  Requir^  to 
obtain  or  retain  a  benefit. 

OMB  Desk  Officer:  Ron  Minsk.  (202) 
395-3084,  room  3019,  New  Executive 
Office  Building.  Washington,  DC  20503. 

Agency:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration. 

Title:  Deep  Seabed  Mining 
Commercial  Recovery  Permits. 

Form  Number  No  form  number  used. 
Regulatory  auffiority  is  15  CFR  971,  parts 
970  and  971. 

OMB  Approval  Number  0648-0170. 

Type  of  Request  Extension  of  the 
expiration  date  of  a  currently  approved 
collection. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  89  /  Thursday,  May  7,  1992  /  Notices 


19593 


Burden:  0  hours  (no  applications 
expected  until  1994). 

Number  of  Respondents:  0. 

A  vg  Hours  Per  Response:  0. 

Needs  and  Uses:  In  accordance  with 
the  Deep  Seabed  Hard  Mineral 
Resources  Act,  persons  interested  in 
mining  deep  seabed  minerals  must  make 
application  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce.  The  information  will  be  used 
to  issue  permits  for  conunercial  recovery 
of  minerals. 

Affected  Public:  Businesses  or  other 
for-profit  institutions. 

Frequency:  On  occasion;  annually. 

Respondent’s  Obligation:  Mandatory. 

OMB  Desk  Officer:  Ron  Minsk,  (202) 
394-3084,  room  3019,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 

Copies  of  the  above  information 
collection  proposals  can  be  obtained  by 
calling  or  writing  Edward  Michals,  DOC 
Forms  Clearance  Officer,  (202)  377-3271, 
Department  of  Commerce,  room  5327, 
14th  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20230. 

Written  comments  and 
recommendations  for  the  proposed 
information  collections  should  be  sent  to 
the  respective  Desk  Officer  listed  above. 

Dated:  May  1, 1992. 

Edward  Michals, 

Departmental  Forms  Clearance  Officer, 

Office  of  Management  and  Organization. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10637  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  3510-CW-F 


Bureau  of  Export  Administration 

[Docket  Nos.  0119-01  and  0119-02] 

MM  Technology  and  Dieter  Mueiier, 
Respondents;  Actions  Affecting 
Exp^  Privileges 

Summary 

Pursuant  to  the  March  19, 1992 
Recommended  Decision  and  Order  of 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge  (ALJ), 
which  is  attached  hereto  and  affirmed 
by  me,  MM  Technology  and  Dieter 
Mueller  are  each  hereby  assessed  a  civil 
penalty  of  $1,000,  which  is  hereby 
suspended  for  one  year  from  the  date  of 
this  Order  and  will  be  remitted  without 
further  action  at  the  end  of  that  period 
provided  the  respective  Respondent  has 
committed  no  further  violations  of  the 
Export  Administration  Act.  the  Export 
AcLministration  Regulations,  or  this  final 
Order.  During  the  one  year  suspension 
period,  each  Respondent  may 
participate  in  transactions  involving  the 
export  of  U.S.-origin  commodities  or 
technical  data  fit>m  the  United  States  or 
abroad  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
Regulations. 


Order 

On  March  19, 1992,  the  ALJ  entered 
his  Recommended  Decision  and  Order 
in  the  above-referenced  matter.  The 
Decision  and  Order,  a  copy  of  which  is 
attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof, 
has  been  referred  to  me  for  final  action. 
Having  examined  the  record  and  based 
on  the  facts  in  these  cases,  I  hereby 
affirm  the  Decision  and  Order  of  the 
ALJ. 

Dated:  May  1, 1992. 

Joan  M.  McEntee, 

Acting  Under  Secretary  for  Export 
Administration. 

Decision  and  Order 

In  the  matter  of:  MM  Technologies  Dieter 
Mueller,  Respondent; 

Appearance  for  Respondent:  Susan  M.  Frank, 
Esq.,  Felicia  L.  Silber,  Esq.,  Sonnenschein 
Nath  &  Rosenthal  1301  K  Street  NW., 
Suite  600,  East  Tower,  Washington,  DC 
20005 

Appearance  for  Agency:  Anthony  Hicks,  Esq., 
Attorney-Advisor,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel  for  Export  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Room  H-3839, 
14th  &  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20230. 

Preliminary  Statement 

On  October  3, 1990,  the  Office  of 
Export  Enforcement,  Bureau  of  Export 
Administration,  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce  (the  Agency), 
issued  separate  charging  letters  to  MM 
Technology  (MM)  and  to  Dieter  Mueller 
(Mueller]  pursuant  to  the  Export 
Administration  Act  of  1979,  as  amended, 
(50  U.S.C.A.  app.  2401-2420)  (the  Act), 
and  the  Export  Administration 
Regulations  (the  Regulations).^  The 
charging  letters  allege  that  Mueller  and 
MM  had  each  conunitted  one  violation 
of  §  787.2  and  one  violation  of  §  787.5(a) 
of  the  Regulations.  On  December  7, 1990, 
the  Agency’s  charging  letters  were 
amended  to  allege  that  Mueller  and  MM 
had  each  committed  two  violations  of 
§  787.2  of  the  Regulations  on  January  4, 
1989,  by  causing,  counseling  or  inducing 
the  unlawful  export  of  a  MAC  II  upgrade 
which  included  a  Sony  19"  Graphic 
Display  Monitor  with  1024  by  1280 
resolution  (MAC  II  upgrade)  *  ft-om  the 
United  States  to  Germany  without  the 
required  validated  license,  and  on 
January  3, 1989,  by  causing,  counseling 
or  inducing  the  making  of  a  false 
statement  in  connection  with  the  export 
of  the  MAC  II  upgrade. 


‘  The  Act  expired  on  September  30, 1990. 
Executive  Order  12730  (55  Fed.  Reg.  40373  (1990)) 
continued  the  Regulations  in  effect  under  the 
International  Emergency  Economic  Powers  Act  (50 
U.S.C.A.  1701-1706  (Supp.  1990)). 

*  “MAC  H”  is  an  acronym  or  abbreviation  for  the 
Apple  Macintosh  II  desktop  personal  computer 
commonly  found  in  schools,  homes,  and  offices. 


Respondents  requested  a  hearing.  The 
cases  were  consolidated  for  hearing  on 
October  24, 1990.  The  hearing  was  held 
on  September  19, 1991,  in  Washington, 
D.C.  Post-hearing  submissions  were 
filed  in  which  Respondents  moved  to 
dismiss  the  charges.  The  record  closed 
for  decision  on  December  12, 1991. 

Facts 

This  case  involves  a  number  of 
different  parties:  Mueller,  who  was  in 
Germany  at  all  time  relevant  to  this 
matter  (Resp.  Ex.  21;  Tr.  20,  38;  See 
Agency  Ex.  6);  MM,  a  company  with 
which  Mueller  was  affiliated  and  was 
also  located  in  Germany  (Tr.  20-21); 

Inter  Cine  Video  Corporation,  Winthrop 
Harbour,  Illinois  (Inter  Cine),  a  company 
with  which  Mueller  was  affiliated  (Tr. 

21, 24);’  Christa  Mettner  (Mettner) 
Mueller’s  wife,  MM’s  president  and  the 
owner  and  President  of  Inter  Cine  (Resp. 
Ex.  21;  Tr.  21,  55-56);  Schenkers 
International  freight  forwarders  in 
Illinois  (Schenkers]  (Tr.  38,  39);  Karen 
Miller  (Miller],  a  Schenkers  employee 
(Tr.  53);  New  England  Digital 
Corporation  in  New  Hampshire  (NED) 
(Tr.  21);  and  NED’s  sales  representative. 
Songbird  Digital  (Songbird)  in 
Tennessee  (Tr.  24-25;  See  Agency  Ex.  2). 

On  or  about  September  28, 1988, 
Mueller,  as  a  representative  of  Inter 
Cine,  ordered  a  MAC  II  upgrade  from 
NED  through  Songbird,  to  upgrade 
equipment  Mueller  had  for  synthesizing 
music  (Agency  Ex.  1,  2;  Tr.  24-25).  The 
MAC  II  upgrade  consisted  of  a  monitor 
with  a  very  high  resolution  and  other 
equipment  for  music  synthesizing  which 
Mueller  had  purchased  previously  from 
NED  in  a  domestic  transaction  (Tr.  28; 
Agency  Ex.  24).*  The  Agency  position  is 
that  the  monitor  and  other  parts  of  the 
MAC  II  upgrade  could  have  radar, 
nuclear,  and  military  applications, 
including  use  in  weapons  systems  (Tr. 

23,  98,  99, 172).  At  all  times  relevant  to 
this  matter,  the  MAC  II  upgrade  required 
a  validated  license  for  export  from  the 
United  States  to  Germany  (Tr.  46; 
Stipulations  #1). 

On  or  about  October  18, 1988,  Mueller 
on  behalf  of  Inter  Cine,  ordered 
additional  equipment  from  NED  but 
subsequently  canceled  that  order  on 
November  8, 1988  (Agency  Ex.  3,  4). 
Mueller,  again  on  behalf  of  Inter  Cine, 
placed  another  order  on  November  28, 


*  Mueller  represented  that  he  was  Inter  Cine's 
“freelance  person"  employee,  sales  representative 
and  vice-president  (Tr.  24). 

*  Inter  Cine  purchased  the  MAC  II  upgrade  on 
behalf  of  MM  so  that  NED  could  consider  the  sale 
domestic  and  avoid  violating  NED's  exclusive 
distributorship  with  Hannan  Deutschland  in 
Germany  (Resp.  Ex.  21;  Tr.  288). 
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1988  for  different  equipment  (Agency  Ex. 
5).  That  ord»  contained  a  request  for 
optical  drives  and  16  megabyte  RAM 
memory  boards  which  a^o  required  a 
validated  license  for  export  from  the 
United  States  at  all  time  relevant  to  this 
matter  (Tr.  30, 46).  On  the  reserve  side  of 
the  NED  invoice  for  the  November  28, 
1988  order,  it  stated:  “Purchaser  shall  be 
responsible  for  obtaining  all  licenses 
required  for  export  of  the  equipment 
from  the  United  States  of  America.  ‘The 
commodities  licensed  by  the  United 
States  for  ultimate  destination 

_ _  Diversion  contrary  to 

U.S.  law  prohibited.’  ”  (Agency  Ex.  9  and 
9a;  Tr.  41-42).* 

In  October  1988,  Mueller  began  to 
arrange  with  Miller,  an  export  clerk  at 
Scheibers,  for  the  order  from  NED  to  be 
shipped  by  Schenkers  (Tr.  178).  Mueller 
informed  Schenkers  that  he  had  a 
shipment  coming  to  Schenkers  and  that 
he  wanted  Schenkers  to  export  that 
shipment  to  Germany  (Tr.  178).  From  the 
outset  a  sense  of  urgency  was  conveyed 
to  Schenkers.  by  Mueller  because  he 
had  scheduled  a  conference  or  training 
session  which  required  the  use  of  the 
equipment. 

On  December  28. 1988,  NED  combined 
the  September  28, 1988  and  the 
November  28, 1988  orders,  and  in 
accordance  with  Mueller’s  instructions, 
shipped  both  orders  from  its  New 
Hampshire  facility  to  Schenkers  in 
Detroit  on  the  next  day  (Agency  Ex.  9, 

10, 11;  See  Agency  Ex.  6, 7, 8).  'That 
shipment  included  the  MAC  II  upgrade 
(Tr.  45).  From  there  the  shipment  was 
trucked  to  Schenkers*  facility  in 
Bensonville,  Illinois,  where  Miller 
woriced  (Tr.  36-39).  On  the  bottom  of  the 
packing  slip  relating  to  that  shipment, 
the  following  warning  was  printed: 
“Should  You  Choose  to  Export  These 
Goods,  You  Will  Be  Required  by  the  U.S. 
Government  To  Obtain  an  Individual 
Validated  License.  Should  You  Reqijdre 
Further  Assistance,  Contact  Ned’s 
Export  Dept.”  and  listed  a  telephone 
number  (Agency  Ex.  10). 

After  the  combined  shipment  arrived 
at  Schenkers,  Miller  talked  with  Mueller 
regarding  the  shipment  and  Miller 
informed  Mueller  that  she  had  noticed  a 
warning  on  the  packing  slip  (Agency  Ex. 
10;  Resp.  Ex.  21;  181-82).  Miller 
“mentioned  to  [Mueller]  that  the 
shipment  needed  an  export  license”  (Tr. 

182) .  In  response,  Mueller  stated,  “don’t 
worry  about  it.  I’ve  done  it  before”  (Tr. 

183) .  Miller  testified  that  Mueller’s 

*  NED  issued  invoices  in  connection  with  its 
earlier  sales  to  Mueller  (Agency  Ex.  24;  Tr.  43-44). 
The  warning  on  the  back  of  those  other  invoices 
was  the  same  as  the  above  mentioned  warning  (Tr. 
43-44). 


manner  on  the  telephone  was  “rushed” 
(Tr.  179).* 

On  January  3, 1989,  Miller  prepared 
the  documents  necessary  to  export  the 
MAC  n  upgrade  and  the  other 
commodities  to  Germany  (Agency  Ex. 

16;  Tr.  186).  One  of  the  documents  she 
prepared  was  a  Shipper’s  Export 
Declaration  (SED)  (Agency  ^  16).  In 
box  number  21  of  the  SED,  Miller  typed 
GDEST,  a  symbol  for  the  general  license 
GDEST  (see  S  771.3  of  the  Regulations), 
thereby  indicating  that  the  MAC  n 
upgrade  and  other  commodities  could  be 
exported  from  the  United  States  to 
Germany  without  a  validated  license 
(Agency  Ex.  16;  Tr.  65, 186).  When  Miller 
mentioned  that  an  export  ficense  might 
be  necessary,  she  stated  that  Mueller 
told  her  “don’t  worry  about  it.  I’ve  done 
it  before”  (Tr.  189).  Miller  and  Mueller 
never  discussed  the  relevant  box  on  the 
SED  specifically.  Based  on  her 
interpretation  of  this  statement,  which 
she  interpreted  as  meaning  that  no 
individual  validated  license  was 
necessary.  Miller  entered  the  symbol 
GDEST  (Tr.  186, 189). 

After  his  conversation  with  Miller, 
Mueller  contacted  Richard  Head,  a  NED 
distributor  in  Nashville,  to  determine 
whether  an  export  license  was  required 
for  the  MAC  II  upgrade  (Resp.  Ex.  21). 

Head  did  not  loiow,  but  Donna 
Lamoureux,  an  employee  of  NED, 
responded  to  Mueller  by  fax  notifying 
him  that  “your  freight  forwarder  should 
apply  for  an  individual  validated 
license”  for  the  shipment  if  the  MAC  II 
upgrade  was  to  remain  in  West 
Germany  permanently,  or  should  obtain 
a  carnet  if  the  MAC  II  upgrade  was  to 
remain  in  Germany  less  than  two  years 
(Agency  Ex.  12).  lliere  is  no  evidence 
that  either  Mueller  or  Miller  contacted 
the  NED  Export  Department  directly 
pursuant  to  the  notice  on  the  packi^ 
slip.’ 

The  next  day  Mueller  sent  instructions 
and  a  copy  of  the  invoice  to  Miller 
(Agency  Ex.  13, 14).  The  remaining 
portion  of  the  invoice  was  apparently 
completed  on  January  4, 19^,  after 
Miller  received  the  copy  of  the  invoice 

*  Mueller  had  scheduled  seminar  that  was  to 
begin  on  January  5, 1989  (Agency  Ex.  17, 19,  20). 

^  In  his  statement,  Mueller  asserts  that  he 
contacted  Miller  at  Schenkers  and  asked  her  if  she 
could  take  care  of  obtaining  the  license  (Resp.  Ex. 
21).  Mueller  offered  to  pay  Schenkers  a  fee  for  such 
a  service.  He  states  that  Miller  told  him  “c^ay** 
(Resp.  Ex.  21  at  4). 

Respondents  presented  evidence  that  Schenkers’ 
Miami  office  issued  a  brochure  which  indicated  that 
the  freight  forwarder  would  obtain  export  licenses 
on  behalf  of  their  customers.  However,  Respondents 
did  not  present  evidence  that  It  relied  on  such 
representation  or  that  the  practice  of  obtaining 
export  licenses  existed  in  Schenkers'  Bensonville 
office. 


from  which  she  obtained  the  dollar 
value  of  the  equipment  to  be  shipped 
(Agency  Ex.  14, 16).* 

Also,  Mueller  asked  Miller  to  remove 
all  of  the  shipping  labels  from  the  MAC 
II  upgrade  and  to  mail  them  to  Mueller 
at  Inter  Cine  (Agency  Ex.  13). 

On  or  about  January  4, 1989,  on 
Mueller’s  behalf,  Schenkers  exported 
the  MAC  II  upgrade  and  the  other 
commodities  from  the  United  States  to 
MM  •  in  Germany  (See  stipulation  5). 

The  export  was  made  without  the 
required  validated  license  and  the  SED 
was  filed  with  the  U.S.  Customs  Service 
(Agency  Ex.  15, 16;  Stipulation  2,  5;  Tr. 
234).  Prior  to  that  export,  there  is  no 
evidence  or  assertion  that  either  Mueller 
or  Schenkers  contacted  the  Agency  to 
try  to  obtain  an  individual  validated 
license,  though  both  Miller  and  Mueller 
were  on  notice  that  an  export  may  be 
required.  The  MAC  II  upgrade  arrived  in 
Germany  on  January  9, 1989  (See  Resp. 
Ex.  21).*o 

On  January  13, 1989  Lamoureux  faxed 
Mueller  a  letter  asking  what  type  of 
license  had  been  obtained  for  Ae  MAC 
II  upgrade  (Agency  Ex.  22).  On  January 
19, 1989,  Mueller  notified  Special  Agent 
Robert  Hale  of  the  Agency  that  the  MAC 
II  upgrade  had  been  shipped  without  a 
license  (Agency  Ex.  25). 

Law  and  Regulations 

Under  §  787.2  of  the  Regulations,  no 
person  may  cause,  counsel  or  induce, 
the  doing  of  any  act  that  is  prohibited  by 
the  Regulations. 

The  change  in  Court  One  of  the 
respective  charging  letters  is  based  on  a 
violation  of  §  787.6  which  states  in  part: 

(N]o  person  may  export,  dispose  of,  divert, 
direct,  mail  or  otherwise  ship,  tranship,  or 
reexport  commodities  or  technical  data  to 
any  person  or  destination  or  for  any  use  in 
violation  of  or  contrary  to  the  terms, 
provisions,  or  conditions  of  any  export 
control  domunent,  any  prior  representation, 
any  form  of  notification  of  prc^bition  against 
such  action,  or  any  provision  of  the  Export 
Administration  Act  or  any  regulation,  order, 
or  license  issued  under  the  Act. 

The  charge  in  Court  Two  of  the 
respective  barging  letters  is  based  on  a 
violation  of  §  787.5  which  states  in  part: 

*  Miller  testified  that  she  routinely  prepared  the 
documents  frmn  the  invoice  for  the  shipment.  She 
testified  that  she  received  the  invoice  for  the  MAC 
11  upgrade  with  the  shipment.  However,  the  Agency 
has  submitted  evidence  which  shows  that  Miller 
received  the  invoice  from  Mueller  by  fax  and  not 
with  the  shipment  as  she  testified.  Therefore,  the 
SED  was  not  ccMnpleted  fully  until  January  4, 1969.. 

*  MM  was  the  purchaser  of  the  MAC  11  upgrade 
from  Inter  Cine  (Agency  Ex.  13, 14). 

Mueller  stated  that  he  believ^  that  the  delay 
was  caused  by  Schenkers  in  the  process  to  obtain 
an  export  license  (Resp.  Ex.  21). 
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No  person  may  make  any  false  or 
misleading  representation,  statement,  or 
certification,  or  falsify  or  conceal  any 
material  fact  whether  directly  to  the  Bureau 
of  Export  Administration,  any  Customs 
Office,  or  an  official  of  any  other  United 
States  agency,  or  indirectly  to  any  of  the 
foregoing  any  other  person  of  foreign 
government  agency  or  official. 

Discussion  j 

The  Agency  has  established  that 
pursuant  to  a  request  by  Dieter  Mueller, 
Schenkers  exported  the  MAC  11  upgrade 
from  the  United  States  to  Germany 
without  the  required  individual 
validated  license.  The  Agency  has 
alleged  two  charges  against  Mueller  and 
two  charges  against  the  corporation  MM 
Technologies  based  on  the  single  export 
The  first  set  of  charges  are  based  on  the 
export  itself,  prohibited  by  §  787.6  of  the 
Regulations.  The  first  set  of  charges 
asserted  that  under  §  787.2  of  the 
Regulations,  Mueller  and  MM  are  each 
individually  liable  for  causing  the 
unlicensed  export.  In  connection  with 
the  export,  Schenkers  prepared  the 
necessary  documents  including  a 
Shipper’s  Export  Declaration  (SED). 

That  document  contained  a  false 
statement  regarding  the  license  for  the 
export  made  in  violation  of  §  787.5  of  the 
Regulations.  The  second  set  of  charges 
asserts  that  Mueller  and  MM  are  each 
individually  liable  for  causing  Schenkers 
to  make  the  false  statement  as  part  of 
the  SEO  in  violation  of  §  787.2  of  the 
Regulations. 

As  to  the  first  set  of  charges,  the 
evidence  demonstrates  that  Mueller  did 
cause  the  export  of  unlicensed 
equipment  in  violation  of  §  787.2  of  the 
Regulations."  Despite  notice  from  NED 
employee  Donna  Lamoureux  that  an 
export  license  was  required,  Mueller 
failed  to  obtain  such  a  license  fi:om  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  Though 
Lamoureux  indicated  that  the  freight 
forwarder  should  arrange  for  the  license, 
Mueller  also  had  the  responsibility  of 
ensuring  that  the  proper  license  was 
obtained.  Both  parties  were  responsible 
for  obtaining  the  license  and  both 
parties  failed  to  obtain  the  license. 

The  NED  packing  slip  which 
accompanied  the  shipment  informed  the 
exporter  of  the  requirement  of  an  export 
license  as  well  as  the  telephone  number 
of  the  NED  Export  Department  if  further 
assistance  was  needed.  Miller  did  not 
provide  Mueller  with  this  telephone 
number.  However,  subsequent  to  the 
conversation,  Mueller  then  contacted 


'  ‘  The  evidence  also  indicates  that  Ms.  Miller,  of 
Schenkers  violated  the  Regulations  by  exporting 
MAC  U  upgrade  without  the  required  individual 
violated  license.  However,  that  party  is  not  subject 
to  proceedings  before  this  Tribunal 


Head,  his  NED  contact  in  Nashville,  who 
in  turn  contacted  Lamoureux.  On 
January  4, 1989,  Lamoureux  conveyed  to 
Mueller  the  information  from  the  NED 
Export  Department  regarding  the  export 
license  requirements.  That  same  day, 
Mueller  was  again  in  contact  with 
Miller.  He  provided  her  with  an  invoice 
for  the  MAC  II  upgrade  and  further 
Instructions  regarding  the  shipment. 

Though  Miller  was  in  possession  of 
the  NED  packing  slip  which  provided 
some  helpful  information,  she 
admittedly  failed  to  notify  of  Mueller 
that  an  individual  validated  license  was 
mandatory.  Miller  also  failed  to  provide 
Mueller  with  the  telephone  number  of 
the  NED  Export  Department  nor  did  she 
call  that  department  herself.  If  she  had 
doubts  about  the  license,  she  had 
assistance  readily  available,  though  she 
failed  to  utilize  it. 

In  his  defense,  Mueller  states  he 
requested  that  Miller  arrange  for  the 
license  and  that  Miller  agreed  to  do  so — 
which  she  denies.  Further,  Mueller 
attributed  the  five-day  delay  in 
shipment  to  the  time  needed  to  obtain 
the  license.  Nevertheless,  Mueller  was 
not  diligent  in  making  sure  that  Miller 
had  obtained  the  license  and  the 
evidentiary  documents  indicate  that 
Mueller  inquired  only  as  to  the  status  of 
the  shipment,  i.e.,  its  location  and  time 
of  Eurival,  and  not  the  status  of  the 
export  license.  Mueller  set  into  motion  a 
chain  of  events  that  resulted  in  the  MAC 
II  upgrade  being  exported  without  the 
required  validated  license,  even  though 
he  had  been  told  such  a  license  was 
required.  By  this,  Mueller  caused  the 
doing  of  an  act  that  is  prohibited  by 
§  787.6  of  the  Regulations.  By  causing 
another  person  to  commit  an  act 
prohibited  by  the  Regulations,  Mueller 
thereby  violate  §  787.2  of  the 
Regulations. 

The  second  set  of  charges  against 
Mueller  and  MM  is  based  on  a  false 
statement  contained  on  the  SED  which 
was  completed  on  January  3, 1989,  by 
Schenkers  in  association  with  the  export 
of  the  MAC  U  upgrade.  In  so  doing, 
Mueller  is  alleged  to  have  caused, 
counseled  or  induced  the  doing  of  an  act 
that  is  prohibited  by  S  787.5  of  the 
Regulations.  The  Agency  argues  that 
Mueller  took  steps  that  resulted  in  the 
GDEST  symbol  being  placed  on  the  SED 
and  that  the  statement  was  a  material 
misrepresentation  because  it 
represented  that  the  export  was 


Th«  Agency  attempts  to  discredit  the  affidavit 
submittad  by  Mueller  as  evidence  because  it  was 
not  subject  to  croes-examinatioa.  The  Agency  did 
not  obj^  to  the  document  a  telephone  conference 
call,  or  any  other  means  by  which  Mueller  or  his 
afndavit  have  been  available  for  cross-examination. 


authorized  by  a  general  license  when,  in 
fact,  a  validated  license  was  required. 
The  Agency  asserts  that  during  a 
conversation  with  Miller  on  that  same 
date,  Mueller  caused  Miller  to  make  a 
false  statement  on  the  SED.  However, 
further  evidence  shows  that  Mueller  did 
not  believe  the  matter  was  resolved. 

The  evidence  shows  that  a 
conversation  regarding  the  requirement 
of  an  export  license  took  place  between 
Miller  and  Mueller  on  January  3, 1989. 
Though  Miller  testified  that  Mueller  was 
anxious  to  receive  his  shipment,  most 
customers  generally  are.*’ 

Miller  informed  Mueller  that  an  export 
license  was  or  might  be  necessary  to 
export  the  MAC  II  upgrade  to  Germany. 
In  response  thereto,  Mueller  replied, 
“Don’t  worry  about  it.  Fve  done  it 
before.’’  Based  on  that  assertion.  Miller 
concluded  that  Mueller  knew  that  no 
individual  validated  license  was 
required.  Subsequent  to  that 
conversation.  Miller  prepared  a  portion 
of  the  SED  which  indicated  that  no 
individual  validated  license  was 
acquired.  Miller  indicated  this  by  listing 
thereon  the  symbol  GDEST.** 

Despite  Miller’s  own  omissions  and 
unfamiliarity  with  the  process,  she 
relied  on  and  interpreted  her 
conversation  with  Mueller  to  mean  that 
she  was  to  complete  the  SED  without  an 
individual  validated  license.  Miller 
interpreted  the  statement,  “Don’t  worry 
about  it.  I’ve  done  it  before"  to  mean 
add  the  GDEST  symbol  to  the  SED,  but 
Mueller  did  not  say  so  specifically. 
Further,  Mueller  denies  making  the 
quoted  statement  and  his  additional 
inquiries  with  NED  belie  the  contention 
that  he  believed  the  issue  was  resolved. 
In  his  statement,  Mueller  asserts  that  he 
asked  Miller  to  obtain  a  license  for  the 
export  and  offered  to  pay  a  fee  for  the 
export  license. 

Though  evidence  was  presented  that 
Mueller  and  Miller  discussed  the 


*•  The  Agency  interpretation  of  events  portrays  a 
harried  businessman  forcing  an  unwitting  employee 
of  the  shipping  company  to  ready  the  shipment  as 
quickly  as  possible  avoiding  any  unnecessary  steps. 
The  employee  complied  with  the  customer's  request 
to  dispatch  the  shipment  quickly  which  resulted  In 
the  omission  of  the  export  license.  However,  though 
Mueller  was  anxious  to  receive  his  shipments,  as 
most  customers  are,  as  testified  too  at  the  hearing, 
there  is  no  other  evidence  that  Mueller  unduly 
pressured  Miller  over  the  telephone  in  contrast  to 
other  Schenkers  customers.  The  evidence 
establishes  only  that  the  immediate  and  urgent  need 
for  the  shipment  were  expressed  in  Mueller's  faxed 
letters  after  the  date  of  shipment.  His  pressure  on 
Schenkers  did  not  begin  in  earnest  until  January  5, 
1969.  the  day  after  the  export. 

Under  if  771.1  and  772.1  of  the  Regulations,  no 
export  can  be  lawfully  made  unless  authorised  by  a 
validated  or  general  license.  The  symbol  GDEST 
indicates  that  the  export  can  be  made  under  a 
general  as  opposed  to  a  validated  license. 
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necessity  of  the  export  license,  there  is 
no  evidence  that  they  discussed  the 
completion  of  the  SED  or  the  making  of 
a  false  statement  on  that  document. 
Miller’s  reliance  on  the  Jemuary  3, 1989 
conversation,  was  misplaced.  Miller’s 
reliance  on  the  January  3, 1989 
conversation,  was  misplaced.  Miller 
failed  to  clarify  with  Mueller  either  that 
an  individual  validated  license  was 
required  or  that  she  was  unable  to 
obtain  the  license  for  the  equipment 
before  shipment  to  Germany.  Her 
subsequent  steps  to  complete  the  SED 
were  based  on  her  misinterpretation 
rather  than  any  action  by  Mueller. 

Finally,  the  Agency  has  established 
the  liability  of  both  Mueller  and  the 
corporation  MM  Technologies.  It  is  well- 
established  that  the  liability  of  an  agent 
acting  within  the  scope  of  his 
employment  is  imputed  to  his  employer, 
even  if  the  principal  is  without  fault  of 
his  own.  See  e.g.,  Gleason  v.  Seaboard 
Airline  Railway  Co.,  278  U.S.  349  (1929). 

It  is  also  well-established  that 
corporations  act  only  through 
individuals  and  that  acts  of  an  officer  of 
a  corporation  may  be  imputed  to  the 
corporation  when  his  conduct  was  in  the 
course  of  his  employment  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  corporation.  See  e.g.,  PTF 
Enterprises  v.  United  States,  538  F. 

Supp.  1317  (W.D.  Mo.  1983),  affd  716 
F.2d  908  (8th  Cir.  1983). 

At  all  times  relevant  to  this  matter, 
Mueller  worked  for  or  was  affiliated 
with  MM  and  was  acting  within  the 
scope  of  his  employment  and  for  the 
benefit  of  MM  in  connection  with  the 
transaction  which  is  the  subject  of  the 
charging  letters.  As  a  matter  of  law, 
Mueller’s  acts  are  fully  imputable  to 
MM.  Therefore,  MM  violated  the 
Regulations  as  alleged. 

Conclusion 

The  Agency  has  established  by  a 
preponderance  of  the  evidence  that 
Mueller  and  MM  Technologies  have 
committed  one  violation  of  the 
Regulations  imder  9  787.2  by  causing  the 
export  of  a  controlled  product  without  a 
validated  individual  license  as  required 
by  9  787.6  of  the  Regulations  as  alleged 
in  Count  One  of  the  charging  letters. 
Steadman  v.  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  450  U.S.  91  (1981). 

The  Agency  has  not  met  its  burden  of 
a  preponderance  of  the  evidence  as  to 
Count  Two.  In  regard  to  this  count,  the 
evidence  presented  does  not  establish 
whether  Miller’s  version  of  events  are 
more  probable  than  Mueller’s  version  of 
the  events.  Nor  does  the  evidence 
establish  whether  Mueller’s  statement,  if 
accepted  as  true,  was  directed  to  the 
making  of  a  false  statement.  Even  if  the 
conversation  between  Mueller  and 


Miller  occurred  as  the  Agency  contends, 
it  does  not  establish  that  Mueller 
caused,  counseled,  or  induced  Miller  to 
make  a  false  statement.  Therefore, 

Count  'Two  is  DISMISSED  against  both 
Respondents. 

The  Agency  proposed  a  penalty  in  the 
amount  of  $10,000  for  each  violation 
against  each  Respondent  and  a  denial  of 
their  respective  export  privileges  for  one 
year,  suspended  in  its  entirety  for  each, 
provided  that  the  civil  penalties  are  paid 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  final 
order  entered  in  this  matter. 

For  the  established  violation,  MM  and 
Mueller  are  each  liable.  However,  the 
penalty  is  reduced  based  on  several 
mitigating  factors  which  have  been 
considered.  Primarily,  it  appears  that  the 
controlled  product  was  not  diverted 
fi-om  Germany,  and  that  Respondents 
have  been  cooperative  throughout  the 
investigation.  Further,  the  penalty  has 
been  reduced  to  reflect  the  intimate 
corporate  structure  of  MM  Technology, 
that  Mueller  and  his  wife,  Christa 
Mettner,  are  the  company’s  only 
employees,  that  Mettner  is  the  sole 
owner  and  president  of  the  MM,  and 
that  the  business  is  operated  from  their 
home. 

'The  reality  of  what  occurred  here  is 
also  appropriate  to  consider. 

Respondent  Mueller,  be  he  avant  garde, 
eccentric  or  both,  is  a  music  man  who  is 
synthesizing  music  through  the  use  of  a 
computer.  Part  of  his  approach  or  art  is 
instructing  others.  He  wanted  the 
eqmpment  for  a  training  session  which 
he  had  scheduled  seven  months  in 
advance.  Though  he  was  clearly  eligible 
for  a  license,  he  appears  to  have  run  into 
a  time  cnmch  and  a  well  intentioned 
clerk  who  shipped  without  having  all  the 
required  dociiments  'The  affected  parties 
were  promptly  made  aware  of  the  errors 
and  the  situation  rectified. 

Order 

I.  Respondent  Dieter  Mueller  and 
Respondent  MM  Technology  is  assessed 
a  civil  of  $1,000. 

II.  The  civil  penalty  set  forth  above  is 
hereby  suspended  for  one  year  from  the 
date  on  wMch  this  Order  becomes  final 
in  accordance  with  Section  788.16(c)  of 
the  Regulations  and  will  be  remitted 
without  further  action  at  the  end  of  that 
period  provided  Respondent  has 
committed  no  further  violations  of  the 
Act,  the  Regulations  or  the  final  Order 
entered  in  this  proceeding.  During  the 
one  year  suspension  period. 
Respondents  may  participate  in 
transactions  involving  the  export  of  the 
U.S.-origin  commodities  or  technical 
data  from  the  United  States  or  abroad  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  and  the  Regulations. 


in.  This  Order  as  affirmed  or  modified 
shall  become  effective  upon  entry  of  the 
Secretary’s  final  action  in  this 
proceeding  pursuant  to  the  Act  (50 
U.S.CA.  app.  2412(c)(1)). 

March  19, 1992. 

Hugh ).  Dolan, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

To  be  considered  in  the  30  day 
statutory  review  process  which  is 
mandated  by  Section  13(c)  of  the  Act, 
submissions  must  be  received  in  the 
Office  of  the  Under  Secretary  for  Export 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  &  Constitution  Ave., 
NW.,  room  3898B,  Washington,  DC, 
20230,  within  12  days.  Replies  to  the 
other  party’s  submission  are  to  be  made 
within  the  following  8  days.  15  CFR 
788.23(b),  50  FR  53134  (1985).  Pursuant  to 
section  13(c)(3)  of  the  Act,  the  order  of 
the  final  order  of  the  Under  Secretary 
may  be  appealed  to  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
wiffiin  15  days  of  its  issuance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10636  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BnjJNO  CODE  3S10-OT-M 


Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 

[Docket  12-92] 

Foreign-Trade  Zone  79— Tampa,  FL; 
Appiication  for  Expansion 

An  application  has  been  submitted  to 
the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the 
Board)  by  the  City  of  Tampa,  Florida, 
grantee  of  FTZ  79,  requesting  authority 
to  expand  its  general-purpose  zone  in 
Tampa,  Florida.  The  application  was 
submitted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Act,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  81a-81u),  and  the 
regulations  of  the  Board  (15  CFR  part 
400).  It  was  formally  filed  on  April  20, 
1992. 

FTZ  79  was  approved  on  May  29, 1982 
(Board  Order  192, 47  FR  24760,  6/8/82), 
and  currently  consists  of  four  sites  in 
Tampa:  Site  1  (600,000  sq.  ft.)  Tampa 
International  Center  at  Adamo  Drive 
and  22nd  Street:  Site  2  (33  acres) 
adjacent  to  Tampa  International  Airport 
at  Tampa  Boulevard  and  Lauber  Way, 
including  a  parcel  at  the  airport’s  air 
cargo  facility  (temporary  site,  A-7-01, 
3/18/91);  Site  3  (50  acres)  located  within 
the  127-acre  Tampa  Industrial  Park  at 
Malcolm  McKinley  Drive  and  Fowler 
Avenue;  and.  Site  4  (17  acres)  at  the  41 
Industrial  Center,  5120  Causeway 
Boulevard,  Tampa  (temporary  site,  A-8- 
92,  2/12/92). 

The  applicant  is  now  requesting 
authority  to  expand  and  reorganize  the 
zone  in  order  to  improve  zone  services 
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in  the  Tampa  area  by  deleting  ^te  1 
(Tampa  International  Center)  and 
adding  the  following  5  permanent  sites 
in  Tampa  to  the  zone  project 

— ^Tampa  Convention  Center  (14  acres) 
located  at  333  South  Franklin  Street, 
which  would  be  designated  as  Site  1; 

— ^Air  Cargo  Facility  (113.000  sq.  ft)  at 
Tampa  International  Airport  a 
temporary  zone  site  that  would 
become  a  permanent  part  of  zone  Site 
2; 

—41  Industrial  Center,  a  temporary  zone 
site  that  would  become  a  permanent 
part  of  the  zone  project  as  Site  4; 

— Tampa  Port  Authority's  Hookers  Point 
terminal  complex  (295  acres)  located 
at  Maritime  Boulevard,  vdiich  would 
be  designated  as  Site  5;  and, 

— ^Tampa  Port  Authority's  George  B. 
Howell  terminal  facility  (33  acres)  at 
20th  and  Thrace  Streets,  which  would 
be  designated  as  Site  6. 

Existing  Site  3  would  remain 
undianged. 

No  manufacturing  requests  are  being 
made  at  this  time.  Such  approvals  would 
be  requested  from  the  Boa^  on  a  case- 
by-case  basis. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board's 
regulations  (as  revised,  56  FR  50790- 
50808, 10-8-91),  a  member  of  the  FTZ 
Staff  has  been  designated  examiner  to 
investigate  the  application  and  report  to 
the  Board. 

Public  comment  on  the  application  is 
invited  from  interested  parties. 
Submissicms  (original  and  3  copies)  shall 
be  addressed  to  &e  Board's  Executive 
Secretary  at  the  address  below.  The 
closing  period  for  their  receipt  is  July  6, 
1992.  Rebuttal  comments  in  response  to 
material  submitted  during  the  foregoing 
period  may  be  submitted  during  the 
subsequent  15-day  period  July  21, 1992. 

A  copy  of  the  application  and 
accompanying  exlubits  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  at  each  of  the 
following  locations: 

Office  of  the  District  Director,  U.S. 
Customs  Service,  4430  E.  Adamo,  suite 
301,  Tampa.  Florida  33605. 

Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary. 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board,  U.S. 
Department  of  Cmnmerce,  room  3718, 
14th  &  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20230. 

Dated:  April  30, 1992. 

John  J.  Da  Ponte,  Jr., 

Executive  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10725  FUed  5-6-02;  8:45  am] 
coot 


[Docket  1»-02] 

Foreign-Trade  Zone  101— Clinton 
County,  Ohio  Application  for 
Expansion 

An  application  has  been  submitted  to 
the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the 
Board)  by  the  Airborne  FTZ,  Inc., 
grantee  of  FTZ  101,  requesting  authority 
to  expand  its  zone  in  Clinton  County. 
Ohio.  The  application  was  submitted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Foreign-Trade  ^nes  Act  as  amended 
(19  U.S.C.  81a-81u).  and  the  regulations 
of  the  Board  (15  C^  part  400).  It  was 
formally  filed  on  AprU  27, 1992. 

FTZ  101  was  approved  on  May  1, 1984 
(Board  Order  25a  49  FR  1988a  5/9/84). 

It  is  currently  located  at  a  site  (1.6  acres) 
within  the  700-acre  Airborne  Commerce 
Park  (ACP),  Clinton  County,  Ohio. 

The  applicant  is  now  requesting 
authority  to  expand  the  zone  to  include 
all  of  the  industrial  area  (575  acres) 
within  ACP.  The  facility  is  operated  by 
Airborne  FTZ.  Inc.,  which  has  made  this 
request  in  order  to  improve  zone 
services  within  the  Clinton  County  area. 

No  manufacturing  requests  are  being 
made  at  this  time.  Such  approvals  wouJd 
be  requested  from  the  Board  on  a  case- 
by-case  basis. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board’s 
regulations  (as  revised,  56  FR  50790- 
5080a  10-8-91),  a  member  of  the  FTZ 
Staff  has  been  designated  examiner  to 
investigate  the  apj^cation  and  report  to 
the  Board. 

Public  comment  on  the  application  is 
invited  fitim  interested  parties. 
Submissions  (original  and  3  copies)  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Board's  Executive 
Secretary  at  the  address  below.  The 
closing  period  for  their  receipt  is  July  a 
1992L  Rebuttal  comments  in  response  to 
material  submitted  during  the  foregoing 
period  may  be  submitted  during  the 
subsequent  15-day  period  (to  July  21. 
1992.). 

A  copy  of  the  application  and 
accompanying  exhibits  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  at  each  of  the 
following  locations: 

Office  of  the  Port  Director,  U.a  Customs 

Service,  Dayton  International  Airport 

Vandalia,  Ohio  45377. 

Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary,  Foreign- 

Trade  Zone  Board.  U.a  Department  of 

Commerce,  room  3716, 14th  A  Pennsylvania 

Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  DC  20230. 

Dated:  April  30, 1992. 

John  J.  Da  Ponta,  Jr^ 

Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  02-10724  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 

aaiMo  COM  ssia-ie-oMi 


Intematiofud  Trade  Admlnlatration 
[A-201-«01] 

Certain  Fresh  Cut  Rowers  From 
Mexico;  Rnal  Results  of  Antidumping 
Duty  Administrative  Review 

AGENCY:  International  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  final  results  of 
antidumping  duty  administrative  review. 

SUMMARY:  In  response  to  requests  by  the 
Floral  Trade  Council  (the  petitioner)  and 
three  respondents,  the  D^artment  of 
Commerce  (the  Department)  has 
conducted  an  administrative  review  of 
the  antidumping  duty  order  on  certain 
fresh  cut  flowers  from  Mexico.  The 
review  covers  five  producers  and/or 
exporters  and  the  period  April  1, 199a 
through  March  31. 1991.  As  a  result  of 
the  review,  the  Department  has 
determined  that  dumping  margins  exist 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  7, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Martha  Butwin,  Zev  Primor,  or  Melissa 
Skinner,  Office  of  Antidumping 
Compliance,  International  'Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Depcutment  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  DC  2023a 
telephone:  (202)  377-4851. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  March  4, 1992,  the  Department 
published  in  the  Federal  Renter  the 
preliminary  results  of  the  administrative 
review  of  the  antidumping  duty  order  on 
certain  firesh  cut  flowers  from  Mexico 
(57  FR  7732).  On  March  a  1992. 
petitioner  requested  a  hearing  covering 
the  results  of  the  preliminary  review. 
Case  briefs  were  filed  by  petitioner  and 
respondents  Rancho  Mision  and 
Visaflor  on  April  a  1992.  Rebuttal  briefs 
were  filed  by  petitioner.  Rancho  Daisy. 
Rancho  Guacatay,  Rancho  Mision,  and 
Visaflor  on  April  la  1992.  On  April  15. 
1992.  petitioner  withdrew  its  request  f(N 
a  public  hearing  in  reference  to  this 
administrative  review.  The  Department 
has  not  completed  this  administrative 
review  in  accordance  with  section  751  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  193a  as  amended  (the 
Act). 

Scope  of  die  Review 

Certain  fro^  cut  flowers  are  defined 
as  standard  carnations,  standard 
chrysanthemums,  and  pompon 
chrysanthemums.  During  die  period  of 
review,  such  merchandise  was 
classifiable  under  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedules  (HTS)  items  0603.10.7010 
(pompon  cl^santhemums),  060ai0.7020 
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(standard  chrysanthemums),  and 
0603.10.7030  (standard  carnations).  The 
HTS  item  numbers  are  provided  for 
convenience  and  Customs  purposes 
only.  The  written  descriptions  remain 
dispositive. 

Analysis  of  Comments  Received 

We  invited  interested  parties  to 
comment  on  the  preliminary  results.  We 
received  timely  comments  from 
petitioner  and  from  respondents  Rancho 
Mision  and  Visaflor. 

For  the  final  results,  we  have 
corrected  the  following  clerical  erron 
We  have  corrected  the  overstatement  of 
Rancho  Mision's  amortized  material 
costs. 

Comment  1:  Petitioner  argues  that  the 
Department’s  method  of  calculating 
profit  in  its  constructed  value  (CV) 
analyses  of  Rancho  Daisy  and  Rancho 
Mision  is  not  accurate.  Petitioner 
contends  that  the  Department’s  use  of 
the  statutory  eight  percent  profit  yielded 
low  CVs  wUch.  in  turn,  resulted  in  low 
antidumping  duty  margins.  Petitioner 
suggests  that  the  Department  employ  the 
actual  profit  rates  of  the  ranches’  above¬ 
cost  sales  for  purposes  of  incorporating 
profit  into  the  Department’s  CV 
calculations. 

Rancho  Mision  contends  that  the 
Department  used  the  proper  profit 
analysis  in  its  CV  calculation.  Rancho 
Mision  argues  that,  although  its  April. 
May.  and  October  1990  monthly  weight- 
averaged  sales  prices  exceed  the 
corresponding  monthly  costs  of 
production  (COP),  these  monthly  weight- 
averaged  prices  fall  below  the 
calculated  annual  COP.  Rancho  Mision. 
therefore,  argues  that  no  profit  was 
earned  on  home  market  sales  during  the 
entire  period  of  review. 

Rancho  Daisy  states  that  the 
Department  determined  that  the  vast 
majority  of  Rancho  Daisy’s  sales  were 
above  the  COP.  thereby  eliminating  the 
need  for  CV  for  Rancho  Daisy. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  petitioner.  We  compared  the 
monthly  weighted-average  home  market 
prices  to  the  annual  COP  to  determine 
below-cost  home  market  sales  because 
those  costs  which  were  incurred  over 
the  course  of  a  review  period  were  not 
necessarily  captured  in  each  monthly 
COP  calculation.  Using  this  method,  our 
analysis  of  Rancho  Mision’s  data  shows 
that  all  of  its  home  market  sales  were 
made  below  the  annual  COP.  Thus. 
Rancho  Mision  realized  no  profit  from 
its  home  market  sales  during  the  period 
of  review.  Consequently,  we  have  used 
the  statutory  eight  percent  profit  in  our 
CV  calculation. 

Because  less  than  fifty  percent  of 
Rancho  Daisy’s  sales  were  below  cost. 


we  did  not  calculate  a  CV  for  Rancho 
Daisy.  Therefore,  the  issue  of  profit 
allocation  is  moot. 

In  the  case  of  Rancho  Guacatay.  we 
compared  the  monthly  weighted-average 
home  market  prices  to  the  annual  COP 
value  and  we  determined  that  above¬ 
cost  sales  occurred  one  month  of  the 
review  period.  We  determined  that  the 
profit  from  all  home  market  sales  were 
less  than  the  statutory  eight  percent  of 
the  sum  of  cost  of  manufacturing  and 
general  and  administrative  expenses. 
Therefore,  we  used  the  statutory  eight 
percent  profit  for  Rancho  Guacatay’s 
CV. 

Comment  2:  Petitioner  contends  that 
the  final  determination  for  Visaflor 
should  be  based  on  the  best  information 
available  (BIA).  Petitioner  argues  that 
verification  of  Visaflor’s  submission 
reveals  a  submission  “replete  with 
inaccuracies’’  and.  given  Visaflor’s 
history  of  inaccurate  reporting  and 
noncooperation  in  prior  administrative 
reviews,  the  Department  should  reject 
Visaflor’s  response  in  this  review  in  its 
entirety. 

Specifically,  petitioner  finds  Visaflor’s 
response  deficient  in  the  following 
areas: 

(1)  Visafior’s  home  market  sales 
included  flowers  of  “significantly  lower 
quality  and  price  than  the  flowers  sold 
in  the  United  States”; 

(2)  Visaflor’s  home  market  inland 
frei^t  calculation  was  incorrect; 

(3)  Visaflor’s  claimed  home  market 
commission  differed  from  the  actual 
amount; 

(4)  Visaflor  failed  to  break  down  its 
circumstance-of-sale  (COS)  expenses  in 
both  the  U.S.  and  home  markets  and. 
instead,  the  respondent  reported 
payments  of  commissions  as  covering 
ail  expenses  related  to  sales  in  the 
respective  markets; 

(5)  Visaflor  based  its  imputed  credit 
expenses  on  a  company-wide  basis 
alAough  the  subject  merchandise 
represented  only  a  small  percentage  of 
the  total  flower  production;  and 

(6)  Visaflor  did  not  report  packing  and 
technical  services  expenses  in  the 
currency  in  which  they  were  incurred. 

Visaflor  contends  that  the  Department 
correctly  relied  on  its  response,  and 
points  out  that  the  so-called 
“inaccuracies"  were  “minor”  in  nature, 
were  clearly  identified  by  the 
Department,  and  were  easily  corrected 
for  the  preliminary  results. 

Finally,  Visaflor  claims  that  each 
administrative  review  stands  on  its  own 
and  Visaflor’s  prior  problems  with  the 
accuracy  of  its  reporting  are  “irrelevant" 
in  the  current  administrative  review. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
the  respondent.  Section  776(c)  of  the  Act 


requires  the  Department  to  use  BIA 
whenever  a  pa^  to  the  proceeding 
refuses  or  is  unable  to  produce 
information  requested  in  a  timely 
manner  and  in  the  form  required,  or 
otherwise  significantly  impedes  the 
proceeding.  The  administrative  record  in 
this  case  demonstrates  that  the 
respondent  has  provided  all  information 
requested  in  a  timely  manner,  and  has 
cooperated  fully  with  the  Department.  In 
addition,  verification  of  respondent’s 
data  established  that  the  vast  majority 
of  its  submission  to  the  Department  was 
complete  and  accurate  and  that,  in  those 
instances  where  data  deviated  firom  the 
source  documents,  the  errors  were 
generally  clerical  in  nature  and  easily 
corrected. 

Specifically,  with  regard  to 
petitioner’s  assertion  that  the 
respondent  reported  sales  of  lower 
quality  flowers  in  the  home  market 
which  are  not  comparable  to  those  sold 
in  the  U.S.  market,  the  Department 
removed  all  such  sales  from  the  foreign 
market  value  (FMV)  calciilation. 
However,  even  after  that  removal,  there 
were  sufficient  home  market  sales  for 
comparison  with  the  U.S.  sales.  With 
regard  to  the  inland  fi^ight  calculation, 
the  discrepancy  was  minor,  clearly 
admitted  by  the  respondent,  and  was 
easily  corrected.  On  the  issue  of  the 
home  market  commission,  the  difference 
between  the  reported  and  actual 
expense  amounted  to  less  than  one 
hundredth  of  one  percent,  again  clearly 
a  minor  and  easily  correctable  error. 

We  also  disagree  with  the  petitioner’s 
claim  that  the  respondent  failed  to  break 
down  its  COS  expenses  in  the  home  and 
U.S.  meu-kets  but  rather  used  a  single 
commission  payment  to  cover  those 
expenses.  It  is  well  documented  in  this 
review,  as  well  as  in  the  previous 
administrative  reviews,  that  selling 
flowers  on  consignment  [i.e.,  via  a 
commission  broker)  is  a  common 
practice  in  the  Mexican  flower  industry. 
The  fact  that  Visaflor  does  not  break 
down  its  COS  expenses  into  separate 
components  is  not  by  itself  considered 
an  error  by  the  Depeuiment.  As  stated  in 
the  previous  administrative  review  of 
this  order,  the  Department  accepts  this 
type  of  date  reported  by  the  respondent 
because: 

(1)  Under  Mexican  law.  agricultural 
producers  are  not  required  to  maintain 
their  records  in  a  more  formal  manner, 

(2)  Respondent  maintained  a  sufficient 
internal  record  system  which  supported 
the  questionnaire  respoonses;  and 

(3)  At  verification  we  found  no 
evidence  of  systematic  underreporting 
of  expenses.  (See  56  FR  29621, 29623 
(June  28. 1991).)  Additionally,  we 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  89  /  Thursday,  May  7,  1992  /  Notices 


19599 


determined  that  all  commissions  were 
actual  expenses,  incurred  by  the 
respondent  at  arm's  length  and  only 
when  a  transaction  was  completed,  thus 
making  them  directly  deductible  from 
both  the  United  States  and  home  market 
prices. 

The  Department  also  disagrees  with 
the  petitioner's  claim  that  the 
respondent's  imputed  credit  expenses 
should  be  treated  as  indirect  selling 
expenses.  Petitioner  makes  the  claim 
without  any  factual  basis.  The 
respondent  clearly  demonstrated  at  the 
verification  that  there  always  is  a  time 
period  between  a  sale  and  a  payment. 
Thus,  the  resulting  expense  qualifies  as 
a  direct  selling  expense. 

The  Department  disagrees  with  the 
petitioner's  claim  that  the  mere  reporting 
of  packing  and  technical  services 
expenses  in  dollars  rather  than  in  the 
home  market  currency  of  pesos  requires 
the  use  of  BIA.  This  particular  expense 
was  actually  incurred  by  the  respondent 
and  fully  documented  during  the 
verification.  Consequently,  the 
Department  accepted  the  reported 
expenses  in  local  ciurency  and 
performed  the  necessary  currency 
conversion. 

Finally,  we  agree  with  the  respondent 
that  past  administrative  reviews  of  the 
order  should  not  have  any  bearing  on 
the  current  administrative  review.  Each 
administrative  review  of  the  order 
represents  a  separate  administrative 
proceeding  and  stands  on  its  own. 
Consequently,  we  reject  the  petitioner's 
request  for  the  use  of  BIA  based  on 
Visaflor's  performance  in  prior 
administrative  reviews  of  the 
antidumping  order  on  Mexican  flowers. 

Based  on  the  foregoing,  we  have 
determined  that  Visaflor's  responses  are 
sufficient  and  the  use  of  BIA  is 
inappropriate.  Accordingly,  we  have 
based  our  final  results  on  the  data 
submitted  by  Visaflor. 

Comment  3:  Petitioner  contends  that 
the  Department  should  not  accept 
Rancho  Mision's  purchase  price  (PP) 
sales  database  because  Rancho  Mision 
could  not  substantiate  dates  of  payment 
for  sales  invoices  of  its  cash-only  PP 
sales.  Petitioner  suggests  that,  as  BIA  for 
these  PP  sales,  the  Department  should 
calculate  a  credit  expense  which 
includes  the  longest  payment  period  for 
any  of  Rancho  Mision's  transactions 
during  the  period  of  review. 

Rancho  Mision  contends  that  its  PP 
sales  were  acciu*ately  reflected  in  the 
general  ledger. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
Rancho  Mision.  We  examined  Rancho 
Mision's  PP  invoices  for  the  month  of 
June  1990  and  for  the  entire  period  of 
review.  These  sales  were  accurately 


reflected  in  the  ranch's  general  ledger 
for  June  1990  and  in  the  annual  ledger 
for  1990.  Rancho  Mision's  consignment 
sales  (exporter's  sale  price  sales]  were 
also  reflected  in  the  general  ledger,  with 
a  starting  balance,  credits,  debits,  and 
an  end  of  month/year  balance  reported. 
This  running  balance  in  the  general 
ledger  accurately  reflected  that  the  date 
of  sale  of  the  goods  sold  on  a 
consignment  basis  did  not  correspond 
with  the  date  of  payment,  as  payment  of 
many  of  the  goods  was  recorded  in  the 
month  following  the  recorded  date  of 
sale.  This  was  not  the  case  of  the 
ranch's  PP  sales,  as  these  sales  were  on 
a  cash-only  basis.  The  payment  month 
of  these  sales  was  always,  as  reported 
in  the  general  ledger,  the  same  month  as 
the  month  of  sale.  There  was  no 
evidence  that  these  PP  sales  were  made 
on  a  delayed-payment  basis  and, 
therefore,  no  credit  adjustment  on  PP 
sales  is  appropriate. 

Comment  4:  Petitioner  argues  that 
Rancho  Mision's  COP  response  should 
be  rejected  in  favor  of  BIA  because  the 
ranch's  method  of  allocation  of  labor 
costs  recorded  in  its  general  ledger  was 
not  the  same  as  the  allocation  listed  in 
its  COP  response.  The  ranch,  in  its 
general  ledger,  allocated  its  labor  costs 
attributed  to  the  production  of 
carnations  using  the  ratio  of  the  cost  of 
the  carnation  plants  to  the  cost  of  all 
plants.  However,  Rancho  Mision,  in  its 
COP  response,  allocated  its  labor  costs 
using  the  ratio  of  cultivation  area 
(within  greenhouses]  of  carnations  to 
the  cultivation  area  of  all  plants. 

Rancho  Mision  contends  that  the 
difference  in  the  allocation  of  labor  cost 
is  due  to  the  ranch's  decision  to  include 
only  the  cultivation  area  of  the  products 
that  were  grown  within  greenhouses  in 
its  questionnaire  response.  Rancho 
Mision  claims  that  because  all  of 
Rancho  Mision's  carnations  were  grown 
within  greenhouses,  the  labor  cost 
allocation  was  increased,  thereby 
increasing  the  COP  value  of  these 
carnations. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Rancho  Mision.  The  Department 
reconciled  Rancho  Mision's  total  labor 
costs  during  the  veriflcation.  We  also 
determined  that  the  number  of  carnation 
plants  developed  and  purchased  during 
the  period  of  review  correlates  to  the 
cultivation  area  attributed  to  carnations. 
Therefore,  we  accepted  Rancho  Mision's 
labor  cost  allocation  as  an  appropriate 
estimation  of  the  cost  of  cultivating 
these  carnations. 

Comment  5:  Petitioner  argues  that 
Rancho  Daisy,  Rancho  Mision,  and 
Rancho  Guacatay  reported  unreliable 
labor  costs  because  respondents  did  not 
elaborate  on  the  job  descriptions  of  the 


laborers.  Petitioner  argues  that  the 
Department  should  use  BIA  because 
petitioner  believes  that  the  Department 
could  not  properly  assess  whether  the 
respondents'  submissions  reflect  all 
labor  costs  attributable  to  the  sales  of 
the  subject  merchandise. 

.  Respondents  contend  that  labor  costs 
were  accurately  and  completely 
reported  and  that  the  Department  was 
correct  in  using  these  costs  in  making  its 
preliminary  determination. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
respondents.  The  Department 
determined  that  Rancho  Daisy,  Rancho 
Guacatay,  and  Rancho  Mision  each 
submitted  a  complete  labor  cost 
response.  In  addition,  there  is  no 
evidence  that  these  responses  are 
inaccurate  or  unreliable.  Further,  the 
labor  costs  reported  by  Rancho  Mision 
were  reconciled  during  the  course  of  the 
verification. 

Comment  6:  Rancho  Mision,  Rancho 
Guacatay,  and  Rancho  Daisy  argue  that 
the  Department  should  use  ^e  exchange 
rates  submitted  in  their  questionnaire 
responses.  The  respondents  contend 
that  the  Department-utilized  exchange 
rates,  provided  by  the  International 
Monetary  Fund  (IMF],  served  to  create  a 
dumping  margin. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree. 
Normally,  we  use  the  exchange  rates 
published  by  the  Federal  Reserve.  When 
the  Federal  Reserve  does  not  certify  an 
exchange  rate  for  a  foreign  country,  we 
rely  on  a  surrogate  exchange  rate  to 
convert  foreign  currency  into  U.S. 
dollars.  See  Fresh  Cut  Rowers  from 
Colombia:  Final  Determination  of  Sales 
at  Less  Than  Fair  Value,  52  FR  6842 
(1987].  In  the  case  of  Mexico,  we  have 
consistently  used  the  average  monthly 
exchange  rates  published  by  the  IMF  as 
reasonable  surrogates  for  the  certified 
Federal  Reserve  exchange  rate.  See 
Final  Determination  of  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value:  Certain  Steel  Pails 
from  Mexico,  55  FR  12245  (1990]:  Certain 
Fresh  Cut  Flowers  from  Mexico:  Final 
Results  of  Antidumping  Duty 
Administrative  Review,  55  FR  12,696 
(1990]:  Porcelain-on-Steel  Cooking  Ware 
From  Mexico:  Final  Results  of 
Antidumping  duty  Administrative 
Review,  55  FR  21,063  (1990]. 
Consequently,  we  used  the  IMF 
exchange  rates. 

Final  Results  of  the  Review 

As  a  result  of  the  comments  received 
and  the  correction  of  clerical  errors,  we 
have  revised  our  preliminary  results  for 
Rancho  Mision.  We  have  also 
determined  that  each  of  the  remaining 
respondents  have  retained  the  zero 
percent  determined  in  the  Department's 
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preliminary  analysis  of  the  fourth 
administrative  review  of  certain  fresh 
cut  flowers  from  Mexico. 


Manufacturer/ 

mpcnei 

Period 

Margin 

Rancho  Oaiay . 

4/1/90-3/31/91 

0.00 

Rancho  del 

Pacifico . - 

4/1/90-3/31/91 

0.00 

Rancho  Mision  a) 
Descanso . 

4/1/90-3/31/91 

0.82 

Rancho  Guacatay .... 

4/1/90-3/31/91 

0.00 

Visaflor . 

4/1/90-3/31/91 

0.00 

The  Department  shall  determine,  and 
the  Customs  Service  shall  assess, 
antidumping  duties  on  all  appropriate 
entries.  Individual  diHerences  between 
United  States  price  and  foreign  market 
value  may  vary  from  the  percentages 
stated  above.  The  Department  will  issue 
appraisement  instructions  concerning  all 
respondents  directly  to  the  Customs 
Service. 

Furthermore,  the  following  deposit 
requirements  will  be  effective  upon 
publication  of  this  notice  of  final  results 
of  administrative  review  for  all 
shipments  of  the  subject  merchandise 
entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse, 
for  consumption  on  or  after  the 
publication  date,  as  provided  by  section 
751(aKl)  of  the  Act 

(1)  The  cash  deposit  rates  for  the 
reviewed  companies  will  be  as  listed 
above; 

(2)  For  previously  reviewed  or 
investigated  companies  not  listed  above, 
the  cash  deposit  rate  will  continue  to  be 
the  company-specific  rate  published  for 
the  most  recent  period; 

(3)  If  the  exporter  is  not  a  firm  covered 
in  this  review,  a  prior  review,  or  the 
original  less-than-fair-value 
investigation,  but  manufacturer  is,  die 
cash  deposit  rate  will  be  the  rate 
established  for  the  most  recent  period 
for  the  manufacturer  or  the 
merchandise;  and 

(4)  The  cash  deposit  rate  for  all  other 
manufacturers  or  exporters  will  be  0.82 
percent.  This  rate  represents  the  highest 
rate  for  any  firm  with  shipments  in  this 
administrative  review. 

These  deposit  requirements,  when 
imposed,  shall  remain  in  effect  imtil 
publication  of  the  final  results  of  the 
next  administrative  review. 

This  notice  also  serves  as  a  final 
reminder  to  importers  of  their 
responsibility  under  19  CFR  353.26  to  file 
a  certificate  regarding  reimbursement  of 
antidumping  duties  prior  to  liquidation 
of  the  relevant  entries  during  this  review 
period.  Failure  to  comply  with  this 
requirement  could  result  in  the 
Secretary’s  presumption  that 
reimbursement  of  antidumping  duties 
occurred  and  the  subsequent 


assessment  of  double  antidumping 
duties. 

This  administrative  review  and  notice 
are  in  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1)' 
of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C  1675(a)(1))  and  19 
CFR  353.22  (1990). 

Dated:  April  30, 1992. 

Francis  ).  SaUer, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration, 

[FR  Doc.  92-10728  Filed  5-6-02;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  coot  3S10-OS-M 

[A-533-805,  A-570-818,  A-412-809] 

Intttatton  of  Antidumping  Duty 
investigations;  Suifur  Dyes,  Inciuding 
Suifur  Vat  Dyes,  From  India,  the 
People’s  Republic  of  China,  and  the 
United  Kingdom 

agency:  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

EFFECnVE  date:  May  7, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kate  Johnson,  Office  of  Antidumping 
Investigations,  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  Street 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington.  DC  20230;  telephone  (202) 
377-8830. 

INITIATION  OF  INVESTIGATIONS: 

The  Petition 

On  April  10. 1992,  we  received  a 
petition  filed  in  proper  form  by  Sandoz 
Chemicals  Corporation  (petitioner). 
Supplements  to  the  petition  were 
received  on  April  14,  27,  and  28, 1992.  In 
accordance  with  19  CFR  353.12,  the 
petitioner  alleges  that  sulfur  dyes, 
including  sulfur  vat  dyes  (sulfur  dyes), 
from  India,  the  People’s  Republic  of 
China  (PRC),  and  the  United  Kingdom 
(UK)  are  being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold 
in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  section  731 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  that  these  imports  are 
materially  injuring,  or  threaten  material 
injury  to,  a  U.S.  industry. 

'The  petitioner  has  stated  that  it  has 
standing  to  file  the  petition  because  it  is 
an  interested  party,  as  defined  under 
sections  771(9)(C)  of  the  Act,  and 
because  the  petition  was  filed  on  behalf 
of  the  U.S.  industry  producing  the 
product  subject  to  these  investigations. 

If  any  interested  party,  as  described 
under  paragraphs  (C),  (D),  (E),  or  (F)  of 
section  771(9)  of  the  Act,  wishes  to 
register  support  for,  or  opposition  to,  this 
petition,  it  should  file  a  written 
notification  with  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Import  Administration. 


Under  the  Department’s  regulations, 
any  producer  or  reseller  seeking 
exclusion  from  a  potential  antidumping 
duty  order  must  submit  its  request  for 
exclusion  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
the  publication  of  this  notice.  The 
procedures  and  requirements  are 
contained  in  19  CFR  353.14. 

Scope  of  Investigations 

Sulfur  dyes  are  synthetic,  organic, 
coloring  matter  containing  sulfur.  Sulfur 
dyes  are  obtained  by  high  temperature 
sulfurization  of  organic  material 
containing  hydroxy,  nitro  or  amino 
groups,  or  by  reaction  of  sulfur  and/or 
alkaline  sulfide  with  aromatic 
hydrocarbons.  For  purposes  of  these 
investigations,  sulf^  dyes  include,  but 
are  not  limited  to,  sulfur  vat  dyes  with 
the  following  color  index  numbers:  Vat 
Blue  42. 43. 44. 45.  46,  47, 49  and  50  and 
Reduced  Vat  Blue  42  and  43.  Sidfur  vat 
dyes  also  have  the  properties  described 
above.  All  forms  of  sulfur  dyes  are 
covered,  including  the  reduced  (leuco)  or 
oxidized  state,  presscake,  paste, 
powder,  concentrate,  or  so-called  “pre¬ 
reduced,  liquid  ready-to-dye’’  forms.  The 
sulfur  dyes  subject  to  these 
investigations  are  classifiable  under 
subheadings  3204.15.10,  3204.15.20, 
3204.15.30,  3204.15.35,  3204.15.40, 
3^.15.50,  3204.19.30,  3204.19.40  and 
3204.19.50  of  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (HTS). 

The  HTS  subheadings  are  provided  for 
convenience  and  customs  purposes.  Our 
written  description  of  the  scope  of  these 
investigations  is  dispositive. 

United  States  Price  and  Foreign  Maricet 
Value 

India 

Petitioner  based  United  States  price 
(USP)  on  an  observed  price  of  reduced 
liquid  sulfur  dye.  However,  since 
petitioner  was  unable  to  document  this 
price,  we  based  USP  on  the  f.o.b.  import 
value  of  sulfur  dye  concentrate  also 
contained  in  the  petition.  In  the  petition, 
petitioner  submiUed  an  amount  for 
foreign  inland  fi'eight.  Although  the 
foreign  inland  frei^t  figure  also  had  no 
documentation,  we  deducted  this  figure 
from  USP  as  best  information  available 
since  it:  (1)  Related  to  India;  and  (2)  was 
very  small  in  relation  to  USP. 

Petitioner  has  no  information  as  to 
whether  finished,  liquid  sulfur  dyes  are 
sold  in  the  Indian  home  market. 
Therefore,  petitioner  calculated  the 
foreign  market  value  (FMV)  of  Indian- 
produced  imports  on  the  basis  of 
constructed  value  (CV). 

Petitioner  based  the  CV  raw  material 
costs  for  sulfur  dyes  on  the  actual  costs 
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incurred  by  petitioner,  which  it  claims 
represent  spot  world  prices.  Petitioner 
adjusted  its  own  labor  inputs  to  reflect 
the  experience  of  Indian  producers. 
Petitioner  based  the  energy,  utilities, 
and  packing  inputs  on  its  own 
experience.  Petitioner  based  labor, 
energy  and  utilities  values,  as  well  as 
percentages  for  home  market  credit 
expense  and  profit,  on  the  figures  used 
by  the  Department  in  the  Preliminary 
Determination  of  Sales  at  Less  Than 
Fair  Value:  Sulfanilic  Acid  from  the 
People’s  Republic  of  China  (Sulfanilic 
Acid)  (57  FR  9409,  March  18, 1992), 
where  India  was  the  surrogate  and  the 
factors  of  production  of  Indian  chemical 
companies  were  used.  Petitioner  used  its 
own  experience  to  obtain  factory 
overhead  as  a  percentage  of  the  variable 
production  costs,  and  SG&A  as  a 
percentage  of  the  cost  of  manufacture 
(COM)  because  the  figures  are  unique  to 
the  sulfur  dye  industry. 

We  recalculated  FMV  for  factory 
overhead  and  SG&A  based  on  the 
percentages  used  in  Sulfanilic  Acid. 

The  People’s  Republic  of  China 

According  to  petitioner,  all  sales  of 
PRC-produced  sulfur  dyes  for  export  to 
the  United  States  are  made  to  unrelated 
U.S.  purchasers  or  distributors. 

’Therefore,  petitioner  calculated  USP  on 
the  basis  of  purchase  price.  Petitioner 
based  USP  on  a  quoted  c.i.f.  price  with 
deductions  for  foreign  inland  freight, 
ocean  freight,  marine  insurance,  and 
sales  commissions.  We  recalculated 
USP  by  making  no  deduction  for  sales 
commissions.  We  used  the  Indian 
foreign  inland  freight  frgure  for  the  PRC. 

Petitioner  contends  that  the  FMV  of 
PRC-produced  imports  subject  to  this 
investigation  must  be  determined  in 
accordance  with  19  U.S.C.  1677b(c), 
governing  non-market  economy  (Nl^) 
countries.  Pursuant  to  section  771(18), 
the  PRC  is  presumed  to  be  a  NME  and 
the  Department  has  treated  it  as  such 
(see.  Final  Determination  of  Sales  a  Less 
Than  Fair  Value:  Chrome-Plated  Lug 
Nuts  from  the  People’s  Republic  of 
China,  56  FR  46153  (September  10, 1991) 
and  Final  Determination  of  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value:  Sparklers  from  the 
People’s  Republic  of  China  (Sparklers), 
56  ni  20588  (May  6, 1991).  Parties  will 
have  the  opportimity  to  comment  on  this 
issue  and  whether  FMV  should  be  based 
on  prices  or  costs  in  the  NME  in  the 
course  of  this  investigation.  The 
Department  further  presiunes,  based  on 
the  extent  of  central  control  in  an  NME, 
that  a  single  antidumping  duty  margin  is 
appropriate  for  all  exporters.  Only  if 
N(^  exporters  can  demonstrate  an 
absence  of  central  government  control 
with  respect  to  the  pricing  of  exports. 


both  in  law  and  in  fact,  will  they  be 
entitled  to  separate,  company-specifrc 
margins.  (See,  Sparklers  for  a  discussion 
of  the  information  the  Department 
considers  in  this  regard). 

In  accordance  with  section  773(c). 

FMV  in  NME  cases  is  based  on  NME 
producers’  factors  of  production  (valued 
in  a  market  economy  country).  Absent 
evidence  that  the  PRC  government  has 
selected  which  factories  produce  for  the 
United  States,  for  purposes  of  this 
investigation  we  intend  to  base  FMV 
only  on  those  factories  in  the  PRC  which 
are  known  to  produce  sulfur  dyes  for 
export  to  the  United  States. 

Petitioner  thus  calculated  FMV  on  the 
basis  of  the  valuation  of  the  factors  of 
production.  In  valuing  the  factors  of 
production,  petitioner  used  India  as  a 
surrogate  country.  For  purposes  of  these 
initiations,  we  have  accepted  India  as 
having  a  comparable  economy  and 
being  a  significant  producer  of  the 
subject  merchandise,  pursuant  to  section 
773(c)(4)  of  the  Act.  Petitioner  therefore 
used  the  same  inputs  and  values  that 
were  used  in  the  CV  for  India.  Petitioner 
based  the  CV  raw  material  costs  for 
sulfur  dyes  on  the  actual  costs  incurred 
by  petitioner,  which  it  claims  represent 
spot  world  prices.  Petitioner  adjusted  its 
own  labor  inputs  to  reflect  the 
experience  of  Indian  producers. 

Petitioner  based  the  energy,  utilities, 
and  packing  inputs  on  its  own 
experience.  Petitioner  based  labor, 
energy  and  utilities  values,  as  well  as 
percentages  for  home  market  credit 
expense  and  profit,  on  the  figures  used 
by  the  Department  in  Sulfanilic  Acid. 
Petitioner  used  its  own  experience  to 
obtain  factory  overhead  as  a  percentage 
of  the  variable  production  costs,  and 
SG&A  as  a  percentage  of  the  COM. 

We  recalculated  I^IV  for  factory 
overhead  and  SG&A  based  on  the 
percentages  used  in  Sulfanilic  Acid. 

United  Kingdom 

According  to  petitioner,  all  sales  of 
UK-produced  sulfur  dyes  for  export  to 
the  United  States  are  made  to  unrelated 
U.S.  purchasers  or  distributors. 
Therefore,  petitioner  calculated  USP  on 
the  basis  of  purchase  price.  Petitioner 
based  USP  on  the  average  f.o.b.  unit 
value  of  sulfur  dyes  as  reported  in  the 
Census  Bureau’s  Import  Statistics  for  the 
period  January  1-December  31, 1991, 
reduced  for  foreign  inland  freight. 

According  to  petitioner,  UK  home 
market  sales  of  sulfur  dyes  are:  (1)  Small 
in  relation  to  the  quantity  sold  for  export 
to  third  countries;  and  (2)  are  below  the 
cost  of  production  (COP).  Therefore, 
petitioner  claims  that  such  sales  are 
inadequate  as  a  basis  for  calculating 
FMV.  Petitioner  thus  calculated  FMV  on 


the  basis  of  CV.  While  the  Department 
normally  requires  home  market  prices  to 
be  compared  to  USP  where  the  volume 
of  home  market  sales  is  at  least  frve 
percent  of  third  coimtry  sales,  the  home 
market  prices  submitted  by  petitioner 
were  not  adequately  documented. 
Therefore,  we  are  accepting  the  FMV 
based  on  CV. 

Petitioner  based  the  CV  raw  material 
costs  for  sulfur  dyes  on  the  actual  costs 
incurred  by  petitioner,  which  it  claims 
represent  spot  world  prices.  Petitioner 
used  its  own  labor,  energy  and  utilities 
costs  for  the  UK  producer.  Petitioner 
used  its  own  experience  to  obtain 
factory  overhead  as  a  percentage  of  the 
variable  production  costs,  and  SG&A  as 
a  percentage  of  the  COM. 

We  adjusted  the  FMV  for  the  labor 
rate  differences  between  U.S.  an  UK 
chemical  workers.  We  reduced  the 
reported  SG&A  expense  for  movement 
expenses. 

Petitioner  alleged  sales  below  COP 
with  respect  to  the  subject  merchandise 
from  the  UK.  However,  the  home  market 
prices  were  not  adequately  documented. 
Therefore,  the  Department  cannot 
initiate  a  sales  below  COP  investigation 
at  this  time.  Nevertheless,  we  will 
analyze  any  additional  information 
submitted  by  petitioner  in  accordance 
with  19  CFR  353.31  to  determine  if  a 
future  initiation  of  a  COP  investigation 
is  warranted  in  this  case. 

Petitioner  alleges  dumping  margins  for 
sulfur  dyes  of  109.25%  for  India,  213.16% 
for  the  PRC,  and  182.03%  for  the  UK. 
After  our  analysis,  we  have  recalculated 
the  margins  to  be  17.55%  for  India, 
117.18%  for  the  PRC,  and  162.57%  for  the 
UK. 

Petitioner  also  alleges  that  “critical 
circumstances’’  exist,  within  the 
meaning  of  section  733(e)  of  the  Act, 
with  respect  to  imports  from  the  PRC 
and  the  UK. 

Initiation  of  Investigations 

We  have  examined  the  petition  on 
sulfur  dyes  from  India,  the  PRC,  and  the 
UK,  and  have  found  that  the  petition 
meets  the  requirements  of  section  732(b) 
of  the  Act.  Therefore  we  are  initiating 
antidumping  duty  investigations  to 
determine  whether  imports  of  sulfur 
dyes  from  the  above-referenced 
countries  are  being,  or  are  likely  to  be, 
sold  in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value. 

Preliminary  Determinations  by  the 
International  ’Trade  Commission 

The  International  Trade  Commission 
(ITC)  will  determine  by  May  25, 1992, 
whether  there  is  a  reasonable  indication 
that  imports  of  sulfur  dyes  from  India, 
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the  PRC  and  UK  are  materially  in|uring. 
or  threaten  material  injury  to,  a  U.S. 
industry.  Any  ITC  determinations  which 
are  negative  will  result  in  the  respective 
investigations  being  terminated; 
otherwise,  the  investigations  will 
proceed  according  to  statutory  and 
regulatory  time  limits. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
section  732(c)(2)  of  the  Act  and  19  CFR 
353.13(b). 

Dated:  April  30, 1992. 

Francis  ).  Sailer, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10728  Filed  5-6-92;  8:43  am] 

BHXIMQ  CODC  3510-08-H 


[A-580-810,  A-583-815] 

Postponement  of  Preliminary 
Antidumping  Duty  Determinations; 
Certain  Welded  Stainless  Steel  Pijm 
From  the  Republic  of  Korea  and 
Taiwan 

agency:  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Commerce. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  7. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT; 

Kate  Johnson,  Office  of  Antidumping 
Investigations,  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  Street 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20230,  at  (202)  377- 
8830. 

POSTPONEMENT:  On  April  22, 1992, 
Avesta  Sandvik  Tube,  Inc.,  Bristol 
Metals,  Damascus  Tubular  Products, 
Trent  Tube  Division  of  the  Crucible 
Materials  Corporation  and  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America,  petitioners  in 
these  investigations,  requested  that  the 
Department  postpone  the  preliminary 
determinations  in  accordance  vrith 
section  733(c)(1)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended  (the  Act)  (19  U.S.C. 
1673b(c)(l)).  We  find  no  compelling 
reasons  to  deny  the  request  and  £U‘e, 
accordingly,  postponing  the  date  of  the 
preliminary  determinations  until  June  15, 
1992. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
section  733(c)(2)  of  the  Act  and  19  CFR 
353.15(d). 

Dated:  April  30, 1992. 

Francis  ).  Sailer, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10727  Filed  5-0-92;  8:45  am] 
MUJNa  coot  M10-06-M 


[C-427-603] 

BraM  She«t  and  Strip  From  Franca 
Determination  not  to  Revoke 
Countervailing  Duty  Order 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  determination  not  to 
revoke  countervailing  duty  order. 

summary:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  is  notifying  the  public  of  its 
determination  not  to  revoke  the 
countervailing  duty  order  on  brass  sheet 
and  strip  from  France. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  7, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Beth  Chalecki  or  Maria  MacKay,  Office 
of  Countervailing  Compliance, 
International  Trade  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC  20230;  telephone:  (202)  377-2786. 
SUPPtEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
March  13, 1992,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (“the  Department”) 
published  in  the  F^eral  Register  (57  FR 
8861)  its  intent  to  revoke  the 
countervailing  duty  order  on  brass  sheet 
and  strip  from  France  (52  FR  6996; 

March  b,  1987).  In  accordance  wnth  19 
CFR  355.25(d)(4)(iii),  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  will  conclude  that  an  order  is 
no  longer  of  interest  to  interested  parties 
and  will  revoke  the  order  if  no 
interested  party  objects  to  revocation  or 
requests  an  administrative  review  by 
the  last  day  of  the  fifth  anniversary 
month.  We  have  not  received  a  request 
for  an  administrative  review  of  the  order 
for  the  last  five  consecutive  anniversary 
months. 

On  March  30, 1992,  Copper  &  Brass 
Fabricators  Council,  Inc.,  on  behalf  of 
the  petitioners  in  the  original 
investigation,  objected  to  our  intent  to 
revoke  the  order.  Because  the 
requirements  of  19  CFR  355.25(d)(4)(iii) 
have  not  been  met,  we  will  not  revoke 
the  order. 

This  notice  is  in  accordance  with  19 
CFR  355.25(d). 

Dated:  May  1, 1992. 

Joseph  A.  Spetrini, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Compliance. 
[FR  Doc.  92-10723  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BHJJNa  COOe  M10-08-M 


Scope  Rulings 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  scope  rulings. 

summary:  The  International  Trade 
Administration  (ITA)  hereby  publishes  a 


list  of  scope  rulings  completed  between 
January  1, 1992,  and  March  31, 1992.  In 
conjunction  with  this  list,  the  FTA  is  also 
publishing  a  list  of  pending  requests  for 
scope  clarifications.  The  ITA  intends  to 
publish  future  lists  wifiiin  thirty  days  of 
the  end  of  such  quarter. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  7, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Melissa  G.  Skinner,  Compliance,  Import 
Administration,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington.  DC  20230; 
telephone  (202)  377-4851. 

Background 

Sections  353.29(d)(8)  and  355.29(d)(8) 
of  the  Department's  regulations  (19  CFR 
353.29(d)(8)  and  355.29(d)(8))  provide 
that  on  a  quarterly  basis  the  Secretary 
vrill  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a  list 
of  scope  rulings  completed  within  the 
last  three  months.  The  lists  are  to 
include  the  case  name,  reference 
number,  and  brief  description  of  the 
ruling. 

This  notice  lists  scope  rulings 
completed  between  January  1, 1992,  and 
March  31, 1992,  and  pending  scope 
clarification  requests.  The  ITA  intends 
to  publish  in  July  1992  a  notice  of  scope 
rulings  complete  between  April  1, 1992, 
and  June  30, 1992. 

The  following  lists  provide  the 
coi”"  try,  case  reference  number, 
requester(s),  and  a  brief  description  of 
either  Ae  ruling  or  product  subject  to 
Ae  request. 

Scope  Rulings  Completed  Between 
January  1, 1992,  and  March  31, 1992 

General  Issues 

A-lOO-OOl:  Antifiiction  Bearings: 
Customs — ceramic  bearings  are 
withm  Ae  scope  of  Ae  order — 3/13/ 
92 

Country:  Federal  Republic  of  Germany 
A-42&-801:  Antifriction  Bearings: 

Sachs  Automotive  Products — clutch 
release  systems  which  do  not 
contam  rolling  elements  (Sachs 
models  GK-1,  Gr.l,  GK-2,  Gr.0,  and 
Gr.2)  are  not  within  Ae  scope  of  Ae 
order  and  clutch  release  systems 
Aat  do  not  contain  rolling  elements 
are  antifiriction  bearings  wiAin  the 
scope  of  Ae  order — 3/17/92 
Country:  Italy 

A-475-059  Pressure  Sensitive  Tape: 
INCAS  Corp. — highlighting 
“NoteTape”  is  not  wiAin  Ae  scope 
of  Ae  order — 3/18/92 
A-475-801:  Antifriction  Bearings: 

Wolf  D.  BarA  Co.,  Inc.,  and  SKF 
Component  System  Co. — 7/32" 
chrome  steel  balls  for  use  as  check 
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valves  in  hydraulic  valve  systems 
are  not  parts  of  antifriction  bearings 
and,  therefore,  are  not  within  the 
scope  of  the  order — 3/31/92 

Federal  Mogul — roller  turn  rollers  are 
antifriction  bearings  within  the 
scope  of  the  order — 3/13/92 
Country:  People’s  Republic  of  China 
A-S7(MX)3:  Cotton  Shop  Towels: 

Win-Tex  Products,  Inc. — towels 
imported  from  Honduras  are  within 
the  scope  of  the  order — 3/31/92 
A-570-504:  Petroleum  Wax  Candles: 

Candles  by  Finesse — the  "Van  Gogh” 
and  “Monet"  are  within  the  scope  of 
the  order — 3/18/92 
Country:  Korea 

A-580-008:  Color  Television  Receivers: 

Granada  Hospital  Group— Spectrum 
C-10  Interactive  Receiver  is  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  order — 3/24/ 
92 

A-580-803:  Certain  Small  Business 
Telephone  Systems  and 
Subassemblies  Thereof: 

Cord  Electronics,  Inc. — the  dual  use 
Digital  Display  Set  telephone  set 
(DDS)  is  not  within  the  scope  of  the 
order — 1/2/92 
Country:  Hong  Kong 
A-582-802:  Sweaters  Wholly  or  in  Chief 
Weith  of  Man-Made  Fiber 

Joyce  Sportswear — ^models  S/3603;  S/ 
3633,  and  S/3402  are  not  within  the 
scope  of  the  order — 3/13/92 
Country:  Taiwan 

A-683-605:  Butt-weld  Pipe  Fittings: 

Sprink,  Inc. — the  “Sprink-let”  is  within 
the  scope  of  the  order — 3/25/92 
Country:  Japan 

A-588-007:  Certain  High  Capacity 
Pagers: 

Motorola — components  and 
subassemblies  of  papers  are  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  order — 3/13/ 
92 

A-588-014:  Tuners: 

Nichimen  America  Inc. — Sanshin 
compact  direct  broadcast  satellite 
(DBS]  tuners  (models  UT-06,  UT-07, 
UT-17PS,  UT-19PS,  UT-27,  UT- 
27MS,  UT-39PDN,  UT-39PDOO, 
UT-39PDOR,  UT-39PD02,  UT- 
59PD00,  UT-PDOl,  IJT-69PC,  UT- 
69WS,  UT-79SD,  lJT-79Sa  UT- 
79 WD,  and  UT-79WS)  are  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  order — 3/17/ 
92 

A-588-015:  Television  Receiving  Sets, 
Monochrome  and  Colon 

IDC  Marketing  Corp. — ^National  TV 
models  TC2160MR  and  TC-290TR, 
and  JVC  TV  model  CX-60ME  are 
not  within  the  scope  of  the  order — 
3/18/92 

Inter-Ocean  Industries — Panasonic 
model  TC-1471NPSR  is  not  within 
the  scope  of  the  order — 3/18/92 
A-588-016:  Ferrite  Cores: 


U.S.  Customs  advised  that  ferrite  bead 
inductors  appear  to  be  within  the 
scope  of  the  order — 3/16/92 
A-588-087:  Portable  Electric 
Typewriters; 

Nakajima,  Canon,  and  Smith 
Corona — ^portable  electric 
typewriters  with  computer  interface 
are  within  the  scope  of  the  order — 
3/17/92 

A-588-405:  Cellular  Mobile  Telephones 
and  Subassemblies; 

Murata  Manufacturing  Co.,  Ltd.,  and 
Murata  Erie  North  America,  Inc. — 
various  electronic  components  are 
within  the  scope  of  the  order — 3/31/ 
92 

A-588-504:  Erasable  Programmable 
Read  Only  Memories: 

Intel  Corporation,  Advanced  Micro 
Devices,  Inc.,  and  National 
Semiconductor  Corporation — 
certain  flash  memory  devices  based 
on  EPROM  technology  are  later- 
developed  products  within  the 
scope  of  the  suspended 
investigation  and  suspension 
agreement — ^final  ruling — 3/26/92 
A-588-807:  Industrial  Belts  and 
Components  and  Parts  Thereof, 
Whether  Cured  or  Uncured: 

Japan  Freight  Consolidators  (Calif.), 
Inc. — ^V-volt  model  5L118  is  within 
the  scope  of  the  order — 3/13/92 

Kawasaki  Motors  Corp.,  U.S.A. — 
Kawasaki  59011  series  of  belts  is 
not  within  the  scope  of  the  order — 
3/13/92 

A-588-809:  Certain  Small  Business 
Telephone  Systems  and 
Subassemblies  Thereof: 

Kyushu  Matsushita  Electric  Co.,  Ltd. — 
KME  336,  certain  subassemblies, 
and  accessories  are  not  within  the 
scope  of  the  order — 3/13/92 
A-588-810:  Mechanical  Transfer 
Presses: 

Aida  Engineering — spare  and 
replacement  parts  are  not  within  the 
scope  of  the  order — 3/17/92 
A-588-815:  Gray  Portland  Cement  and 
Cement  Clinker: 

Onoda  Cement  Co.,  Ltd. — Classes  G 
and  H  of  oil  well  cement  are  within 
the  scope  of  the  order — 3/16/92 
A-588-817:  High  Information  Content 
Flat  Panel  Displays: 

Sharp— Sharp  model  QA-1000 
computer  projection  panel  is  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  order — 2/20/ 
92 

Rockwell — FPDs  for  use  in  the  DLC- 
800  are  not  within  the  scope  of  the 
order — ^2/25/92 

A-588-818:  Personnel  Word  Processors: 

Fujitsu — Fujitsu  model  OASYS-30AX- 
W  Japanese  language  word 
processor  is  not  within  the  scope  of 
the  order — 3/13/92 


Scope  Inquiries  Terminated  Between 
January  1, 1992,  and  March  31, 1992 

A-588-015:  Television  Receiving  Sets, 
Monochrome  and  Color 

Sharp— LCD  TWiWCR  model  VC- 
V542U-based  on  no  shipment — 
3/31/92 

Pending  Scope  Clarification  Requests  as 
of  March  31, 1992 

Country:  Canada 

A-122-601:  Brass  Sheet  and  Strip: 

Hussey  Copper  Ltd.,  The  Miller 
Company,  Olin  Corp.  (Brass  Group), 
Outokumpu  American  Brass.  Revere 
Copper  Products,  the  International 
Association  of  Machinists  & 
Aerospace  Workers,  the 
International  Union,  Allied 
Industrial  Workers  of  America 
(AFL-CIO),  the  Mechanics 
Educational  Society  of  America 
(Local  56],  and  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America  (AFL- 
CIO/CLC) — anti-circumvention 
inquiry  to  determine  whether  a 
producer  of  brass  in  Canada  and  a 
U.S.  importer  of  brass  are 
circumventing  the  antidumping 
order  by  importing  Canadian  brass 
plate,  a  product  not  included  within 
the  antidumping  duty  order,  into  the 
United  States  where  it  is  rolled 
down  slightly  into  brass  sheet  and 
strip 

Country:  Federal  Republic  of  Germany 

A-428-801:  Antifriction  Bearings: 

SKF — certain  “textile  machinery 
components” 

Allergan  Medical  Optics — stainless 
steel  balls  for  non-bearing  use 

Country:  Italy 

A-475-703;  Granular  _ 

Polytetrafluroethylene  (PTFE) 

Resin: 

E.I.  DuPont  de  Nemours  &  Company 
Inc. — anti-circumvention  inquiry  to 
determine  whether  imports  of 
granular  PTFE  raw  polymer  are 
circumventing  the  order 

A-475-801:  Antifriction  Bearings: 

IBC  Bearing  Co. — finished, 
semiground  balls 

Country:  People’s  Republic  of  China 

A-570-502:  Certain  Iron  Construction 
Castings: 

Customs/CNI  Manufacturing — certain 
cast  iron  rings 

A/570-504:  Petroleum  Wax  Candles: 

Candles  By  Miss  Montanna  USA — 
"Mozart,”  “Chopin,”  and  “Strauss” 
candies 

A-570-806:  Silicon  Metal: 

Petitioners  (American  Alloys.  Inc4 
Elkem  Metals  Company:  Globe 
Metallurgical  Inc.;  Silicon 
Metalite^  Inc.;  SiMETCO  Inc.;  and 
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SKW  Alloys,  Inc — silicon  metal 
with  a  silicon  content  of  at  least 
89.00  percent  but  less  then  99.99 
percent. 

Country:  Korea 

A-580-008:  Color  Television  Receivers: 

Goldstar  Co.,  Ltd.,  Goldstar 
Electronics  International,  Inc.,  and 
Goldstar  of  America,  Inc. — ^printed 
circuit  boards  combined  after 
importation  with  U.S.-made  color 
picture  tubes 

A-580-601:  Stainless  Steel  Cooking 
Ware: 

Polar  Ware  Company — certain 
stainless  steel  stock  pots  and  covers 

William  H.  Campbell  Company — 
stainless  steel  8  cup  coffee 
percolator 

C-580-602:  Stainless  Steel  Cooking 
Ware: 

William  H.  Campbell  Company — 
stainless  steel  8  cup  coffee 
percolator 
Country:  Taiwan 
A-583-508:  Porcelain-on-Steel 
Cookware: 

mr.  Stove  Ltd — stove  top  grills 
A-583-603:  Stainless  Steel  Cooking 
Ware: 

William  H.  Campbell  Company — 
“universal  plan  lid" 

C-583-604:  Stainless  Steel  Cooking 
Ware: 

William  H.  Campbell  Company — 
“universal  plan  lid” 

Country:  Japan 
A-588-087:  Portable  Electric 
Typewriters: 

Silver  Seiko — “office  typewriters” 
models  EZ-40  and  EZ-43 
A-588-405:  Cellular  Mobile  Telephones 
and  Subassemblies: 

NEC — base  band  IC 

NEC  Corporation  and  NEC  America, 
Inc. — ^hand-held  portable  cellular 
telephones  model  numbers 
MP5A1A3-1A,  MP5A1A4-1A, 
MP5A1A1-1A,  and  MP5A1A2-1A 

Sony  Corporation  and  Sony 
Corporation  of  America,  Inc. — 
pocket-sized  portable  cellular 
telephones  models  Cl  l-Hl  and  CM- 
H20,  and  subassemblies  therefor 

Mitsubishi  Electric  Corporation, 
Mitsubishi  Electronics  America, 

Inc.,  and  Mitsubishi  Consumer 
Electronics  America,  Inc. — cellular 
telephone  models  MT-996FOR6A 
and  MT-992FOR6A 
A-588-707:  Granular 

Polytetrafluroethylene  (PTFE) 

Resin: 

LNP  Engineering  Plastics,  Inc.,  and  ICI 
Americas  Inc. — reprocessed  PTFE 
powder 

A-588-807:  Industrial  Belts  and 
Components  and  Parts  Thereof, 
Whether  Cured  or  Uncured: 


QMS,  Inc. — ^belts  for  use  in  laser 
printers 

Nitta  Industries  Corp.  and  Nitta 
International  Inc. — “conveyor  belts” 
Yamaha  Motor  Corporation — ^V-belts 
for  use  on  Yamaha  scooters,  snow 
mobiles,  generators,  lawn  tractors, 
and  other  recreation  vehicles 
A-588-809:  Certain  Small  Business 
Telephone  Systems  and 
Subassemblies  Thereof: 

Iwatsu  Electric  Company  Ltd.  and 
Iwatsu  America  Inc. — certain  “dual 
use”  subassemblies — specifically, 
circuit  cards  IX-ROMP32S,  IX- 
2ICOTB.  IX-ICOTP,  IX-SREP,  IX- 
CMSG-l,  IX-4ETRAN.  IX-RATK, 
IX-HCIF,  IX-BUFM,  IX-^BSUB/IX- 
BTERM,  and  IX-ROMF*32,  and 
power  supply  unit  IX-SRPWS  (Star 
Repeater  Power  Supply] 

A-588-810:  Mechanical  Transfer 
Presses: 

Customs— destack  sheet  feeder 
A-588-814  Polyethylene  Terephthalate 
Film,  Sheet,  and  Strip: 

Diafoil  America  Inc. — Diafoil  AC-250 
Fuji  Photo  Film  U.S.A.,  Inc. — Fuji’s 
roller  transport  cleaning  film 
A-588-817:  High  Information  Content 
Flat  Panel  Displays 
Honeywell  Incorporated — full  color 
active  matrix  liquid  flat  panel 
display  with  a  total  of  50,957  pixels 
for  incorporation  into  Honeywell’s 
Traffic  Alert  and  Collision 
Avoidance  System 
Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
comment  on  the  accuracy  of  the  list  of 
pending  scope  clarification  requests. 
Any  comments  should  be  submitted  to 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration,  International  Trade 
Administration,  room  B-099,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC  20230. 

Dated:  April  24, 1992. 

Joseph  A.  Spetiini, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Compliance. 
[FR  Doc.  92-10729  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  3S10-DS-M 


Minority  Business  Deveiopment 
Agency 

Business  Deveiopment  Center 
Appiications:  Boston,  MA  (Service 
Area) 

agency:  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency,  Commerce. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  Executive 
Order  11625,  the  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency  (MBDA]  is 
soliciting  competitive  applications  under 
its  Minority  Business  Development 


Center  (MBDC]  program  to  operate  an 
MBDC  for  approximately  a  3-year 
period,  subject  to  Agency  priorities, 
recipient  performance  and  the 
availability  of  funds.  The  cost  of 
performance  for  the  first  Budget  period 
(12  months]  is  estimated  as  $193,473  in 
Federal  funds,  and  a  minimum  of  $34,142 
in  non-Federal  (cost  sharing] 
contributions,  from  October  1, 1992  to 
September  30, 1993.  Cost-sharing 
contributions,  may  be  in  the  form  of 
cash  contributions,  client  fees,  in-kind 
contributions  or  combinations  thereof. 
The  MBDC  ivill  operate  in  the  Boston, 
Massachusetts  SMSA  geographic 
service  area. 

The  funding  instrument  for  the  MBDC 
will  be  a  cooperative  agreement. 
Competition  is  open  to  individuals,  non¬ 
profit  and  for-profit  organizations,  state 
local  governments,  American  Indian 
tribes  and  educational  institutions. 

The  MBDC  program  is  designed  to 
provide  business  development  services 
to  the  minority  business  community  for 
the  establishment  and  operation  of 
viable  minority  businesses.  To  this  end, 
MBDA  funds  organizations  that  can 
identify  and  coordinate  public  and 
private  sector  resources  on  behalf  of 
minority  individuals  and  firms;  offer  a 
full  range  of  management  and  technical 
assistance;  and  serve  as  a  conduit  of 
information  and  assistance  regarding 
minority  business. 

Applications  will  be  evaluated 
initially  by  regional  staff  on  the 
following  criteria:  The  experience  and 
capabilities  of  the  firm  and  its  staff  in 
addressing  the  needs  of  the  business 
community  in  general  and,  specifically, 
the  special  needs  of  minority  businesses, 
individuals  and  organizations  (50 
points];  the  resources  available  to  the 
firm  in  providing  business  development 
services  (10  points];  the  firm’s  approach 
(techniques  and  methodologies]  to 
performing  the  work  requirements 
included  in  the  application  (20  points]; 
and  the  firm’s  estimated  cost  for 
providing  such  assistance  (20  points]. 

An  application  must  receive  at  least  70% 
of  the  points  assigned  to  any  one 
evaluation  criteria  category  to  be 
considered  programmatically  acceptable 
and  responsive.  The  selection  of  an 
application  for  further  processing  by 
MBDA  will  be  made  by  the  Director 
based  on  a  determination  of  the 
application  most  likely  to  further  the 
purpose  of  the  MBDC  Program.  The 
application  will  then  be  forwarded  to 
the  Department  for  final  processing  and 
approval,  if  appropriate.  The  Director 
will  consider  past  performance  of  the 
applicant  on  previous  Federal  awards. 
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MBDCs  shall  be  required  to  contribute 
at  least  15%  of  the  total  project  cost 
through  non-Federal  contri^tions.  To 
assist  them  in  this  effort,  MBDCs  may 
charge  client  fees  for  management  and 
technical  assistance  (M&%TA)  rendered. 
Based  on  a  standard  rate  of  per 
hour,  MBDCs  will  charge  client  fees  at 
20%  of  the  total  cost  for  tirms  with  gross 
sales  of  $5004XX)  or  less,  and  35%  of  the 
total  cost  for  firms  with  gross  sales  of 
over  $500,000. 

MBDCs  performing  satisfactorily  may 
continue  to  operate  after  the  initial 
competitive  year  for  up  to  2  additional 
budget  periods.  MBDCs  with  year-to- 
date  “commendable”  and  “excellent” 
performance  ratings  may  continue  to  be 
funded  for  up  to  3  or  4  additional  budget 
periods,  respectively.  Under  no 
circumstances  shall  an  MBDC  be  funded 
for  more  than  5  consecutive  budget 
periods  without  competition.  Periodic 
reviews  culminating  in  year-to-date 
quantitative  and  qualitative  evaluations 
will  be  conducted  to  determine  if 
funding  for  the  project  should  continue. 
Continued  funding  will  be  at  the 
discretion  of  MBDA  based  on  such 
factors  as  an  MBDCs  performance,  the 
availability  of  funds  and  the  Agency 
priorities. 

Awards  under  this  program  shall  be 
subject  to  ail  Federal  and  Departmental 
regulations,  policies,  and  procedures 
applicable  to  Federal  assistance  awards. 

Ln  accordance  with  QMB  Circular  A- 
129,  “Managing  Federal  Credit 
Programs,”  applicants  who  have  an 
outstanding  account  receivable  with  the 
Federal  Government  may  not  be 
considered  for  funding  until  these  debts 
have  been  paid  or  arrangements 
satisfactory  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  are  made  to  pay  the  debt 

Applicants  are  subject  to 
Govemmentwide  Debarment  and 
Suspension  (Nonprocurement) 
requirements  as  stated  in  15  CFR  part 
26. 

The  departmental  Grants  Officer  may 
terminate  any  grant/cooperative 
agreement  in  whole  or  in  part  at  any 
time  before  the  date  of  completion 
whenever  it  is  determined  that  the 
MBDC  has  failed  to  comply  with  the 
conditions  of  the  grant/cooperative 
agreement.  Examples  of  some  of  the 
conditions  which  can  cause  termination 
are  failure  to  meet  cost-sharing 
requirements;  imsatisfactory 
performance  of  MBDC  work 
requirements;  and  reporting  inaccurate 
or  inflated  claims  of  client  assistance  or 
client  certification.  Such  inaccurate  or 
inflated  claims  may  be  deemed  illegal 
and  punishable  by  law. 

On  November  18, 1988,  Congress 
enacted  the  Drug-Free  Work-place  Act 


of  1968  (Pub.  L 100-690,  title  V,  subtitle 
D).  The  statute  requires  contractors  and 
grantees  of  Federal  agencies  to  certify 
that  they  will  provide  a  drug-free 
workplace.  Pimuant  to  these 
requirements,  the  applicable 
certification  form  must  be  completed  by 
each  applicant  as  a  precondition  for 
receiving  Federal  grant  or  cooperative 
agreement  awards.  False  information  on 
the  application  can  be  grounds  for 
denying  or  terminating  funding. 

“Certification  for  Contracts,  Grants, 
Loans,  and  Cooperative  Agreements” 
and  SF-ILL,  the  “Disclosure  of  Lobbying 
Activities”  (if  applicable)  is  required  in 
accordance  with  section  319  of  Public 
Law  101-121,  which  generally  prohibits 
recipients  of  Federal  contracts,  grants, 
and  loans  from  using  legislative 
Branches  of  the  Federal  Government  in 
connection  with  a  specific  contract, 
grant  or  loan. 

15  CFR  part  28  is  applicable  and 
prohibits  recipients  of  Federal  contracts, 
grants,  and  cooperative  agreements  from 
using  appropriated  funds  for  influencing 
or  attempting  to  influence  an  officer  or 
employee  of  any  agency,  a  Member  of 
Congress,  an  officer  or  employee  of 
Congress,  or  an  employee  of  a  Member 
of  Congress  in  connection  with  a 
specific  contract,  grant  or  cooperative 
agreement.  Form  CD-511,  “Certifications 
Regarding  Debarment  Suspension  and 
Other  Responsibility  Matters;  Drug-Free 
Workplace  Requirements  and  Lobbying” 
and,  when  applicable,  the  SF-LLL, 
“Disclosure  of  Lobbying  Activities,”  are 
required. 

CLOSING  DATE:  The  closing  date  for 
application  is  June  10, 1992.  Applications 
must  be  postmarked  on  or  before  June 
10, 1992. 

Proposals  will  be  reviewed  by  the 
Atlanta  Regional  Office.  The  mailing 
address  for  submission  is: 

ADDRESS:  Carlton  Eccles,  Regional 
Director,  Atlanta  Regional  Office, 
Minority  Business  Development  Agency, 
The  Summit  Building,  401  West 
Peachtree  St,  NW.,  room  1715,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30308-3516. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  F.  Iglehart  Regional  Director,  New 
York  Regional  Office  at  (212)  264-3263. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Anticipated  processing  time  of  this 
award  is  120  days.  Executive  Order 
12372  "Inter-govemmental  Review  of 
Federal  Programs”  is  not  applicable  to 
this  program.  Questions  concerning  the 
preceding  information,  copies  of 
application  kits  and  applicable 
regulations  can  be  obtained  at  the  above 
New  York  address. 

11.800  Minority  Business  Development 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance) 
Dated:  April  28, 1992. 

John  F.  IgleharL 

Regional  Director,  New  York  i  legional  Office. 
[FR  Doc.  92-10648  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNQ  COOC  U10-21-M 

Business  Development  Center 
Applications:  Brooklyn,  NY 

agency:  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency,  Commerce. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  Executive 
Order  11625,  the  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency  (NffiDA)  is 
soliciting  competitve  applications  under 
its  Minority  Business  Development 
Center  (MBDC)  program  to  operate  an 
MBDC  for  approximately  a  3-year 
period,  subject  to  Agency  priorities, 
recipient  performance  and  the 
availability  of  funds.  The  cost  of 
performance  for  the  first  Budget  period 
(12  months)  is  estimated  as  $299,250  in 
Federal  funds,  and  a  minimum  of  $52,809 
in  non-Federal  (cost  sharing) 
contribution,  from  October  1, 1992  to 
September  30, 1993.  Cost-sharing 
contributions,  may  be  in  the  form  of 
cash  contributions,  client  fees,  in-kind 
contributions  or  combinations  thereof. 
The  MBDC  will  operate  in  the  Brooklyn, 
New  York  SMSA  geographic  service 
area. 

The  funding  instrument  for  the  MBDC 
will  be  a  cooperative  agreement. 
Competition  is  open  to  individuals,  non¬ 
profit  and  for-profit  organizations,  state 
local  governments,  American  Indian 
tribes  and  educational  institutions. 

The  MBDC  program  is  designed  to 
provide  business  development  services 
to  the  minority  business  community  for 
the  establishment  and  operation  of 
viable  minority  businesses.  To  this  end, 
MBDA  funds  organizations  that  can 
identify  €md  coordinate  public  and 
private  sector  resources  on  behalf  of 
minority  individuals  and  firms;  offer  a 
full  range  of  management  and  technical 
assistance;  and  serve  as  a  conduit  of 
information  and  assistance  regarding 
minority  business. 

Applications  will  be  evaluated 
initially  by  regional  staff  on  the 
following  criteria:  The  experience  and 
capabilities  of  the  firm  and  its  staff  in 
addressing  the  needs  of  the  business 
community  in  general  and,  specifically, 
the  special  needs  of  minority  businesses, 
individuals  and  organizations  (50 
points):  the  resources  available  to  the 
firm  in  providing  business  development 
services  (10  points);  the  firm’s  approach 
(techniques  and  methodologies)  to 
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performing  the  work  requirements 
included  in  the  application  (20  points); 
and  the  firm’s  estimated  cost  for 
providing  such  assistance  (20  points). 

An  application  must  receive  at  least  70% 
of  the  points  assigned  to  any  one 
evaluation  criteria  category  to  be 
considered  programmatically  acceptable 
and  responsive.  The  selection  of  an 
application  for  further  processing  by 
MBDA  will  be  made  by  the  Director 
based  on  a  determination  of  the 
application  most  likely  to  further  the 
purpose  of  the  MBDC  Program.  The 
application  will  then  be  forwarded  to 
the  Department  for  final  processing  and 
approval,  if  appropriate.  The  Director 
will  consider  past  performance  of  the 
applicant  on  previous  Federal  awards. 

MBDCs  shall  be  required  to  contribute 
at  least  15%  of  the  total  project  cost 
through  non-Federal  contributions.  To 
assist  them  in  this  effort,  MBDCs  may 
charge  client  fees  for  management  and 
technical  assistance  (M&%TA)  rendered. 
Based  on  a  standard  rate  of  $50  per 
hour,  MBDCs  will  charge  client  fees  at 
20%  of  the  total  cost  for  firms  with  gross 
sales  of  $500,000  or  less,  and  35%  of  the 
total  cost  for  firms  with  gross  sales  of 
over  $500,000. 

MBDCs  performing  satisfactorily  may 
continue  to  operate  after  the  initial 
competitive  year  for  up  to  2  additional 
budget  periods.  MBDCs  with  year-to- 
date  “commendable"  and  “excellent" 
performance  ratings  may  continue  to  be 
funded  for  up  to  3  or  4  additional  budget 
periods,  respectively.  Under  no 
circumstances  shall  an  MBDC  be  funded 
for  more  than  5  consecutive  budget 
periods  without  competition.  Periodic 
reviews  culminating  in  year-to-date 
quantitative  and  qualitative  evaluations 
will  be  conducted  to  determine  if 
funding  for  the  project  should  continue. 
Continued  funding  will  be  at  the 
discretion  of  MBDA  based  on  such 
factors  as  an  MBDC’s  performance,  the 
availability  of  funds  and  the  Agency 
priorities. 

Awards  under  this  program  shall  be 
subject  to  all  Federal  and  Departmental 
regulations,  policies,  and  procedures 
applicable  to  Federal  assistance  awards. 

In  accordance  with  QMB  Circular  A- 
129,  “Managing  Federal  Credit 
Programs,"  applicants  who  have  an 
outstanding  account  receivable  with  the 
Federal  Government  may  not  be 
considered  for  funding  until  these  debts 
have  been  paid  or  arrangements 
satisfactory  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  are  made  to  pay  the  debt. 

Applicants  are  subject  to 
Govemmentwide  Debarment  and 
Suspension  (Nonprocurement) 
requirements  as  stated  in  15  CFR  Part 
26. 


The  departmental  Grants  Officer  may 
terminate  any  grant/coorperative 
agreement  in  whole  or  in  part  at  any 
time  before  the  date  of  completion 
whenever  it  is  determined  that  the 
MBDC  has  failed  to  comply  with  the 
conditions  of  the  grant/cooperative 
agreement.  Examples  of  some  of  the 
conditions  which  can  cause  termination 
are  failure  to  meet  cost-sharing 
requirements:  unsatisfactory 
performance  of  MBDC  work 
requirements;  and  reporting  inaccurate 
or  inflated  claims  of  client  assistance  or 
client  certification.  Such  inaccurate  or 
inflated  claims  may  be  deemed  illegal 
and  punishable  by  law. 

On  November  18, 1988,  Congress 
enacted  the  Drug-Free  Workplace  Act  of 
1988  (Pub.  L.  100-690,  title  V,  subtitle  D). 
The  statute  requires  contractors  and 
grantees  of  Federal  agencies  to  certify 
that  they  will  provide  a  drug-free 
workplace.  Pursuant  to  these 
requirements,  the  applicable 
certification  form  must  be  completed  by 
each  applicant  as  a  precondition  for 
receiving  Federal  grant  or  cooperative 
agreement  awards.  False  information  on 
the  application  can  be  grounds  for 
denying  or  terminating  fimding. 

“Certification  for  Contracts,  Grants, 
Loans,  and  Cooperative  Agreements” 
and  SF-LLL,  the  “Disclosure  of  Lobbying 
Activities”  (if  applicable)  is  required  in 
accordance  with  section  319  of  Public 
Law  101-121,  which  generally  prohibits 
recipients  of  Federal  contracts,  grants, 
and  loans  from  using  legislative 
Branches  of  the  Federal  Government  in 
connection  with  a  specific  contract, 
grant  or  loan. 

15  CFR  part  28  is  applicable  and 
prohibits  recipients  of  Federal  contracts, 
grants,  and  cooperative  agreements  from 
using  appropriated  funds  for  influencing 
or  attempting  to  influence  an  officer  or 
employee  of  any  agency,  a  Member  of 
Congress,  an  officer  or  employee  of 
Congress,  or  an  employee  of  a  Member 
of  Congress  in  connection  with  a 
specific  contract,  grant,  or  cooperative 
agreement.  Form  CD-511,  “Certifications 
Regarding  Debarment,  Suspension  and 
Other  Responsibility  Matters;  Drug-Free 
Workplace  Requirements  and  Lobbying" 
and,  when  applicable,  the  SF-LLL, 
“Disclosure  of  Lobbying  Activities,”  are 
required. 

CLOSING  DATE:  The  closing  date  for 
application  is  June  10, 1992.  Applications 
must  be  postmarked  on  or  before  June 
10, 1992. 

Proposals  will  be  reviewed  by  the 
Atlanta  Regional  Office.  The  mailing 
address  for  submission  is: 

ADDRESS:  Carlton  Eccles,  Regional 
Director,  Atlanta  Regional  Office, 


Minority  Business  Development  Agency, 
The  Summit  Building,  401  West 
Peachtree  St.,  NW.,  room  1715,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30308-3516. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  F.  Iglehart,  Regional  Director,  New 
York  Regional  Office  at  (212)  264-3263. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Anticipated  processing  time  of  this 
award  is  120  days.  Executive  Order 
12372  “Intergovernmental  Review  of 
Federal  Programs”  is  not  applicable  to 
this  program.  Questions  concerning  the 
preceding  information,  copies  of 
application  kits  and  applicable 
regulations  can  be  obtained  at  the  above 
New  York  address. 

11.800  Minority  Business  Development 
(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance) 
Dated:  April  28, 1992. 

John  F.  Iglehart, 

Regional  Director,  New  York  Regional  Office. 
[FR  Doc.  92-10649  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  3S10-21-M 


[Project  I.D.  No.  06-10-92006-01] 

Business  Development  Center 
Applications:  Austin  MBDC 

agency:  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency,  Commerce. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  Executive 
Order  11625,  the  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency  (hffiDA)  is 
soliciting  competitive  applications  imder 
its  Minority  Business  Development 
Center  (MBDC)  program  to  operate  an 
MBDC  for  approximately  a  3-year 
period,  subject  to  Agency  priorities, 
recipient  performance  and  the 
availability  of  funds.  The  cost  of 
performance  for  the  first  budget  period 
(12  months)  is  estimated  as  $165,000  in 
Federal  funds.  The  period  of 
performance  will  be  ft'om  September  1, 
1992  to  August  31, 1993.  The  MBDC  will 
operate  in  the  Austin,  Texas  geographic 
service  area. 

The  funding  instrument  for  the  MBDC 
will  be  a  cooperative  agreement. 
Competition  is  open  to  individuals,  non¬ 
profit  and  for-profit  organizations,  state 
and  local  governments,  American  Indian 
tribes  and  education  institutions. 

The  MBDC  program  is  designed  to 
provide  business  development  services 
to  the  minority  business  community  for 
the  establishment  and  operation  of 
viable  minority  businesses.  To  this  end, 
MBDA  funds  organizations  that  can 
identify  and  coordinate  public  and 
private  sector  resources  on  behalf  of 
minority  individuals  and  firms;  offer  a 
full  range  of  management  and  technical 
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assistance;  and  serve  as  a  conduit  of 
information  and  assistance  regarding 
minority  business. 

Applicants  will  be  evaluated  initially 
by  regional  staff  on  the  following 
criteria:  The  experience  and  capabilities 
of  the  firm  and  its  staff  in  addressing  the 
needs  of  the  business  community  in 
general  and,  specifically,  the  special 
needs  of  minority  businesses, 
individuals  and  organizations  (50 
points);  the  resources  available  to  the 
firm  in  providing  business  development 
services  (10  points);  the  firm’s  approach 
(techniques  and  methodologies)  to 
performing  the  work  requirements 
included  in  the  application  (20  points); 
and  the  firm's  estimated  cost  for 
providing  such  assistance  (20  points). 

An  application  must  receive  at  least  70% 
of  the  points  assigned  to  any  one 
evaluation  criteria  category  to  be 
considered  programmatically  acceptable 
and  responsive.  The  selection  of  an 
application  for  further  processing  by 
MBDA  will  be  made  by  the  Director 
based  on  a  determination  of  the 
application  most  likely  to  further  the 
purpose  of  the  MBDC  Program.  The 
application  will  then  be  forwarded  to 
the  Department  for  final  processing  and 
approval,  if  appropriate.  The  Director 
will  consider  past  performance  of  the 
applicant  on  previous  Federal  awards. 

MBDCs  performing  satisfactorily  may 
continue  to  operate  after  the  initial 
competitive  year  for  up  to  2  additional 
budget  periods.  MBDCs  with  year-to- 
date  “commendable”  and  “excellent” 
performance  ratings  may  continue  to  be 
funded  for  up  to  3  or  4  additional  budget 
periods,  respectively.  Under  no 
circumstances  shall  an  MBDC  be  funded 
for  more  than  5  consecutive  budget 
periods  without  competition.  Periodic 
reviews  culminating  in  year-to-date 
quantitative  and  qualitative  evaluations 
will  be  conducted  to  determine  if 
fimding  for  the  project  should  continue. 
Continued  funding  will  be  at  the 
discretion  of  MBDC  based  on  such 
factors  as  an  MBDCs  performance,  the 
availability  of  fimds  and  Agency 
priorities. 

Awards  under  this  program  shall  be 
subject  to  all  Federal  and  Departmental 
regulations,  policies,  and  procedures 
applicable  to  Federal  assistance  awards. 

In  accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A- 
129,  “Managing  Federal  Credit 
Programs,”  applicants  who  have  an 
outstanding  account  receivable  with  the 
Federal  Government  may  not  be 
considered  for  funding  until  these  debts 
have  been  paid  or  arrangements 
satisfactory  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  are  made  to  pay  the  debt. 

Applicants  are  subject  to 
Govemmentwide  Debarment  and 


Suspension  (Nonprocurement) 
requirements  as  stated  in  15  CFR  part 
26.  The  Departmental  grants  Officer  may 
terminate  any  grant/cooperative 
agreement  in  whole  or  in  part  at  any 
time  before  the  date  of  completion 
whenever  it  is  determined  that  the 
MBDC  has  failed  to  comply  with  the 
conditions  of  the  grant/ cooperative 
agreement.  Examples  of  some  of  the 
conditions  which  can  cause  termination 
are  unsatisfactory  performance  of 
MBDC  work  requirements;  and  reporting 
inaccurate  or  inflated  claims  of  client 
assistance  or  client  certification.  Such 
inaccurate  or  infiated  claims  may  be 
deemed  illegal  and  punishable  by  law. 

On  November  18, 1988,  Congress 
enacted  the  Drug-Free  Workplace  Act  of 
1988  (Pub.  L.  100-890,  title  V,  subtitle  D). 
The  statute  requires  contractors  and 
grantees  of  Federal  agencies  to  certify 
that  they  will  provide  a  dnig-fi:ee 
workplace.  Pursuant  to  these 
requirements,  the  applicable 
ce^fication  form  must  be  completed  by 
each  applicant  as  a  precondition  for 
receiving  Federal  grant  or  cooperative 
agreement  awards. 

“Certification  for  Contracts,  Grants, 
Loans,  and  Cooperative  Agreement”  and 
SF-LLL,  the  “Disclosure  of  Lobbying 
Activities”  (if  applicable)  is  required  in 
accordance  with  section  319  of  Public 
Law  101-121,  which  generally  prohibits 
recipients  of  Federal  contracts,  grants, 
and  loans  from  using  Legislative 
Branches  of  the  Federal  Government  in 
connection  with  a  specific  contract, 
grant  or  loan. 

CLOSING  date:  The  closing  date  for 
applications  is  )une  8, 1992.  Applications 
must  be  postmarked  on  or  before  Jxme  8, 
1992. 

NOTE:  Please  mail  completed  application 
to  the  following  address:  Chicago 
Regional  Office,  55  E.  Monroe  St.,  suite 
1440,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603. 

FOR  APPUCATION  KIT  OR  OTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Dallas  Regional 
Office,  1100  Commerce  Street,  room 
7B23,  Dallas,  Texas  75242,  Attn:  Yvonne 
Guevara,  (214)  767-8001. 

Requests  for  application  kit  must  be  in 
writing. 

A  pre-bid  conference  will  be  held  on 
May  20, 1992  in  the  U.S.  Federal 
Building,  room  752,  on  300  East  8th 
Street,  Austin,  Texas  at  9  a.m. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Anticipated  processing  time  of  this 
award  is  120  days.  Executive  order 
12372,  “Intergovernmental  Review  of 
Federal  Programs”  is  not  applicable  to 
this  program.  Questions  concerning  the 
preceding  information,  copies  of 
application  kits  and  applicable 


regulations  can  be  obtained  at  the  above 
address. 

11.800  Minority  Business  Development 
(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance) 
Dated:  April  30, 1992 
William  Fuller, 

Deputy  Regional  Director,  Dallas  Regional 
Office. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10650  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  3S10-21-M 


Nationai  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 


agency:  Office  of  Ocean  and  Coastal 
Resource  Management,  National  Ocean 
Service,  NOAA,  DOC. 


SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
availability  of  the  evaluation  findings 
for  the  South  Slough  (Oregon)  National 
Estuarine  Research  Reserve  (NERR). 
Section  312  of  the  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Act  of  1972  (CZMA),  as 
amended,  requires  a  continuing  review 
of  the  performance  of  coastal  states 
with  respect  to  the  operation  and 
management  of  estuarine  reserves. 

The  State  of  Oregon  was  found  to  be 
meeting  National  Estuarine  Research 
Reserve  System  goals,  and  adhering  to 
the  Federally  approved  South  Slough 
NERR  management  plan  and  to 
programmatic  terms  of  its  financial 
assistance  awards. 

Copies  of  these  findings  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  from:  Vickie 
Allin,  Chief,  Policy  Coordination 
Division,  Office  of  Ocean  and  Coastal 
Resource  Management,  NOS/NOAA, 
1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20235,  (202)  606-4100. 

Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Catalog  11.419 
Coastal  Zone  Management  Program 
Administration. 

Dated:  April  30, 1992. 

W.  Stanley  Wilson, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Ocean  Services 
and  Coastal  Zone  Management 
(FR  Doc.  92-10621  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  COOE  3510-0S-M 


AGENCY:  Office  of  Ocean  and  Coastal 
Resource  Management,  National  Ocean 
Service,  NOAA,  DOC. 
action:  Notice  of  intent  to  evaluate. 


Evaluation  of  State  Coastal 
Management  Programs 


action:  Notice  of  availability  of 
evaluation  findings. 


Evaluation  of  State  Coastal 
Management  Programs 
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8UMMAHY:  The  NOAA  Office  of  Ocean 
and  Coastal  Resource  Management 
(OCRM)  announces  its  intent  to 
evaluate  the  performance  of  the  Rhode 
Island  Coastal  Management  Program. 

This  evaluation  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  section  312  of  the  Coastal 
Zone  Management  Act  of  1972  (CZMA), 
as  amended.  The  CZMA  requires  a 
continuing  review  of  the  performance  of 
coastal  states  with  respect  to  coastal 
management  Evaluation  of  a  coastal 
management  program  (CMP)  requires 
findings  concerning  the  extent  to  which 
a  state  has  implemented  and  enforced 
the  management  program  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  addressed 
the  coastal  management  needs 
identified  m  CZMA  section  303(2]  (A) 
through  (K],  and  adhered  to  the  terms  of 
financial  assistance  awards  funded 
under  the  CZMA.  These  reviews  include 
a  site  visit  consideration  of  public 
comments,,  and  consultations  with 
Interested  Federal,  state,  and  local 
agencies  and  members  of  the  public.  A 
public  meeting(s]  is  held  as  part  of  the 
site  visit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  dates  of 
the  site  visit  for  the  Rhode  Island 
evaluation,  and  the  date,  local  time,  and 
location  of  a  public  meeting  during  the 
site  visit:  The  site  visit  will  be  June  22- 
26, 1992.  A  pmblic  meeting  wiU  be  held 
Wednesday,  June  24, 1992,  7:30  pjn.,  at 
the  City  of  Cranston  Council  Chambers, 
869  Park  Ave.,  Cranston,  RL 
The  state  will  issue  notice  of  the 
public  meeting  in  local  newspapers  at 
least  45  days  prior  to  being  held  and  will 
issue  other  timely  notices  as 
appropriate. 

Copies  of  the  state’s  most  recent 
performance  reports,  as  well  as  OCRM's 
notihcation  and  supplemental  request 
letter  to  the  state,  are  available  upon 
request  from  OCRM.  Written  comments 
from  interested  parties  regarding  this 
program  are  encouraged  at  this  time  and 
will  be  accepted  imtil  seven  days  after 
the  site  visit.  Direct  written  comments  to 
Vickie  Allin,  Chief,  Policy  Coordination 
Division,  at  the  address  listed  below. 
When  final  evaluation  findings  are 
completed,  OCRM  will  place  a  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  announcing  their 
availability. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Vickie  Allin,  Chief,  Policy  Coordination 
Division,  Office  of  Ocean  and  Coastal 
Resource  Management,  NOS/ NOAA, 
1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20235,  (202)  606-4100. 

Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Catalog  11.419 
Coastal  Zone  Management  Program 
Administration. 


Dated:  April  3a  1992 
W.  Stanley  Wilson, 

Assistant  Administrator for  Ocean  Services 
and  Coastal  Zone  Management 
[FR  Doc.  92-10620  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  COOC  SSW-OB-M 


Marine  Mammaie 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS],  NOAA. 
action:  Modification  of  Scientific 
Research  Permit  No,  580  (P77#22), 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  §S  216.33  (d)  and  (e) 
of  the  Regulations  Governing  the  Taking 
and  Importing  of  Marine  Mammals  (50 
CFR  part  216),  Scientific  Research 
Permit  No.  (PTTH^Zl)  issued  to  NMFS, 
National  Marine  Mammal  Laboratory, 
Alaska  Fisheries  Center,  Northwest 
Region,  7600  Sand  Point  Way,  NE.  BIN 
C1570O— Building  1,  Seattle,  WA  96115- 
0070,  on  2/12/87  is  modified  to  extend 
the  effective  date  through  July  31, 1992. 
The  applicant  has  applied  in  due  form 
for  a  new  Permit  (P^#83)  to  replace 
this  existing  Permit  This  modification 
shall  be  in  e^ect  until  superceded  by  the 
decision  on  the  new  application,  or  imtil 
July  31, 1992,  whichever  occurs  first 

This  modification  became  effective 
upon  signature. 

Documents  pertaining  to  this 
Modification  and  Permit  are  available 
for  review  in  the  following  offices  by 
appointment:  Office  of  Protected 
Resources,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA,  1335  East-West  Hwy., 
Silver  Spring.  MD  209ia  (301-713-2289); 
and:  Northwest  Region,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  NOAA,  7600  Sand 
Point  Way,  NE,  BIN  C15700 — ^Building  1, 
Seattle,  WA  98115-007a  (206-526-6150). 

Dated:  April  29, 1992 
Nancy  Foster, 

Director,  Off  ice  of  Protected  Resources, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10592  Filed  5-6-82;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNQ  CODE  3S1»-2»-H 


Marine  Mammals 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS).  NOSS. 
action:  Receipt  of  Application  for 
Permit  (P771#63). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
National  Marine  Mammal  Laboratory, 
Alaska  Fisheries  Center,  Northwest 
Region,  7800  Sand  Point  Way,  NE.,  BIN 
C15700— Building  1.  Seattle.  WA  98115- 
0070,  has  applied  in  due  form  ^or  a 
Permit  to  t^e  marine  mam-,ials  as 
authorized  by  the  Marine  Mammal 


Protection  Act  of  1972  (16  U.S.C  1361- 
1407)».  the  Regulations  Governing  the 
Taking  and  Importing  of  Marine 
Mammals  (50  CFR  part  216),  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (16 
U.S.C.  1531-1543),  and  the  regulations 
governing  endangered  fish  and  wildlife 
(50  CFR  parts  217-222). 

The  applicant  request  authorization  to 
conduct  aerial  and  vessel  surveys  for 
cetaceans,  which  will  encompass 
observationaL  photo-ID  and  sound 
recording  activities.  The  focus  of  the 
research  is  to  assess  the  distribution 
and  abundance  of  Risso's  dolphins 
[Grampus  griseus,  up  to  4500}  and 
Pacific  white-sided  dolphins 
[Lagenorhynchus  obliquidens,  up  to 
4500)  in  Oregon  and  Washington  waters, 
harbor  porjxhse  [Phocoena  phocoena, 
up  to  4900]  in  Or^on,  Washington  and 
Alaskan  waters,  Idller  whales  [Orcinus 
area,  up  to  2450]  in  Alaskan  waters  and 
to  examine  the  population  dynamics  of 
bowhesKl  whales  [Balaena  mysticetus, 
up  to  500),  belugas  [Delphinapterus 
leucas,  up  to  3000)  and  gray  whales 
[Eschrichtius  robustus,  up  to  1200)  in 
Arctic  waters.  Of  the  4900  requested 
takes  of  harbor  porpoise  up  to  1000 
animals  may  be  resighted  up  to  five 
times  each  during  aerial  survey  work. 
The  applicant  requests  that  data  on 
other  cetacean  species  may  be  recorded 
on  an  opportunistic  basis  ^ile 
conducting  these  surveys.  All  numbers 
requested  are  per  year,  over  a  five-year 
period.  The  following  additional 
cetaceans  may  be  inadvertently 
harassed  during  the  course  of  carrying 
out  these  activities: 

2400  Northern  right-whale  dolphin 

[Lissodelphis  borealis); 

3200  Dali's  porpoise  [Phocoenoides  dalli); 

200  Sperm  whales  [Physeter  macrocephalus); 
1000  Humpback  whales  [Megaptera 

novaeangliae); 

150  Blue  whales  [Balaenoptera  musculus); 
200  Fin  whales  (S.  physalus); 

150  Sei  whales  (A.  borealis); 

170  Minke  whales  [B.  acutorostrata). 

Concurrent  with  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  is  forwarding 
copies  of  this  application  to  the  Marine 
Mammal  Commission  and  the 
Conunittee  of  Scientific  Advisors. 

Written  data  or  views,  or  requests  for 
a  public  hearing  on  this  application 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Fisheries,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  1335  East- 
West  Hwy.,  room  7234,  Silver  Spring, 
MD  20910,  within  30  days  of  the 
publication  of  this  notice.  Those 
individuals  requesting  a  hearing  should 
set  forth  the  specific  reasons  why  a 
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hearing  on  this  particular  application 
would  be  appropriate.  The  holding  of 
such  hearing  is  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries. 

Ail  statements  and  opinions  contained 
in  this  application  are  summaries  of 
those  of  the  Applicant  and  do  not 
necessarily  reflect  the  views  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  the  above  application  are  available 
for  review  by  interested  persons  in  the 
following  offices  by  appointment;  Office 
of  Protected  Resources,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  1335  East-West  Hwy., 
suite  7324,  Silver  Spring,  MD  20910  (301/ 
713-2289);  and  Northwest  Region, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
NOAA,  7600  San  Point  Way,  NE.,  BIN 
Cl570(>-Building  1,  Seattle,  WA  98115- 
0070,  (206/526-6150). 

Dated:  April  29, 1992. 

Nancy  Foster, 

Director,  Office  of  Protected  Resources, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10593  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BiLUNQ  CODE  3510-22-M 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Adjustment  of  Import  Limits  for 
Certain  Cotton  and  Man-Made  Fiber 
Textile  Products  Produced  or 
Manufactured  in  India 

May  1, 1992. 

agency:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
(CITA). 

ACTION:  Issuing  a  directive  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  adjusting 
limits. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  8, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jennifer  Tallarico,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
(202)  377-4212.  For  information  on  the 
quota  status  of  these  limits,  refer  to  the 
Quota  Status  Reports  posted  on  the 
bulletin  boards  of  each  Customs  port  or 
call  (202)  343-6494.  For  information  on 
embargoes  and  quota  re-openings,  call 
(202)  377-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Authority:  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended;  section  204  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  1854). 

The  current  limits  for  certain 
categories  are  being  adjusted,  variously, 
for  carryforward  used  and  special 
allowance  provided  for  handmade 
products  under  the  current  agreement. 


A  description  of  the  textile  and 
apparel  categories  in  terms  of  HTS 
numbers  is  available  in  the 
CORRELATION;  Textile  and  Apparel 
Categories  with  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (see 
Federal  Register  notice  56  FR  ^01, 
published  on  November  27, 1991).  Adso 
see  57  FR  1905,  published  on  January  16, 
1992. 

The  letter  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  and  the  actions  taken  pursuant 
to  it  are  not  designed  to  implement  all  of 
the  provisions  of  the  bilateral 
agreement,  but  are  designed  to  assist 
only  in  the  implementation  of  certain  of 
its  provisions. 

Auggie  D.  Tantillo, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  TextUe 

Agraements 

May  1, 1992. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington,  DC 
20229. 

Dear  Commissioner.  This  directive  amends, 
but  does  not  cancel,  the  directive  issued  to 
you  on  January  13, 1992,  by  the  Chairman, 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements.  That  directive  concerns  imports 
of  certain  cotton,  man-made  fiber,  silk  blend 
and  other  vegetable  fiber  textile  products, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  India  and 
exported  during  the  twelve-month  period 
which  began  on  January  1, 1992  and  extends 
through  December  31, 1992. 

Effective  on  May  8, 1992,  you  are  directed 
to  amend  further  the  directive  dated  January 
13, 1992  to  adjust  the  limits  for  the  following 
categories,  as  provided  under  the  terms  of  the 
current  bilateral  agreement  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and  India; 


Category 

Adjusted  twelve-month 
limit  > 

Levels  in  Group  1 
335/635 . 

441,000  dozen. 

336/636 . 

598,500  dozen. 

340/640 . 

1,411,235  dozen. 

342/642 . 

850,500  dozen. 

347/348 . 

386-078  dozen. 

369-S  * . 

452,856  kilograms. 

‘  The  limits  have  not  been  adjusted  to  account  for 
any  imports  exported  after  December  31, 1991. 

*  Category  369-S:  only  HTS  number 
6307.10.2005. 

The  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  has  determined  that 
these  actions  fall  within  the  foreign  afiairs 
exception  to  the  rulemaking  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553(a)(1). 

Sincerely, 

Auggie  D.  Tantillo, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10719  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUflQ  CODE  ssio-on-f 


Announcement  of  Consultatione  with 
the  Governments  of  Pakistan  and  die 
People’s  Republic  of  China  Concerning 
Possible  Transshipment  Charges  for 
Certain  Textile  Products 

May  1, 1992. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
(CITA). 

action:  Notice. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Janet  Heinzen,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
(202)  377-4212. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Authority:  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended;  section  204  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  1854). 

Based  on  the  results  of  investigations 
conducted  by  the  U.S.  Customs  Service 
into  illegal  transshipments  of  textile 
products  produced  in  Pakistan  and 
China,  the  U.S.  Government  will  hold 
consultations  with  the  Governments  of 
Pakistan  and  the  People’s  Republic  of 
China  in  May  1992.  Pursuant  to  these 
consultations,  charges  may  be  made  to 
certain  1992  quotas  for  these  coimtries. 
If  determined  by  the  U.S.  Government 
that  charges  are  to  be  made,  the 
categories  and  quantities  involved  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
prior  to  implementation  of  the  charges. 
Auggie  D.  Tantillo, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10720  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  3510-OR-F 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board; 
Meeting 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Boards’ 
Committee  on  Technology  Options  for 
Global  Reach — Global  Power  1995-2020 
(Support  Panel)  will  meet  on  25-26  June 
1992,  at  the  ANSER  Corporation,  1215 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  VA, 
8  a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

The  purpose  of  these  meetings  are  to 
receive  briefings  and  gather  information 
for  the  study. 

The  meetings  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  in  accordance  with  section 
552b(c)  of  title  5,  United  States  Code, 
specifically  subparagraphs  (1)  and  (4) 
thereof. 
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For  further  information,  contact  the 
ScienHftc  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
(709)  697-4811. 
ntsy  {,  Conner, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.  92-10655  Filed  5-6-92;  8;4S  amf 
BILUNQ  CODE  M10-41-M 


USAF  SclenOflc  Advlsoiy  Board; 
Meeting 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board’s 
Committee  on  Technology  Options  for 
Global  Reach-Global  Power:  1995-2020 
(Support  Panel]  will  meet  on  8  June  1992, 
at  the  Randolph  AFB,  TX,  8  a.m.  to  5 
p.m. 

The  purpose  of  this  meetings  is  to 
receive  briefings  and  gather  information 
for  the  study. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  in  accordance  with  section 
552b(c)  of  title  5,  United  States  Code, 
specifically  subparagraphs  (1)  and  (4) 
thereof. 

For  furdier  information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
(703)  697-4811. 

Patsy  (.  Conner, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.  92-10656  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  3»10-01-M 


Defense  Logistics  Agency 

Membership  of  die  Defense  Logistics 
Agency  (DLA)  Performance  Review 
Board  (PRB) 

agency:  Defense  Logistics  Agency, 
Department  of  Defense. 
action:  Notice  of  membership  of  the 
DLA  PRBs. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  the 
appointment  of  the  members  of  the  PRBs 
of  the  Defense  Lo^stics  Agency.  The 
publication  of  the  PRB  membership  is 
required  by  5  U.S.C.  4314(c)(^. 

The  PRB  provides  fair  and  impartial 
review  of  S^or  Executive  Service 
performance  appraisals  and  makes 
recommendations  regarding 
performance  awards  and  performance 
to  the  Ifirector,  Defense  Logistics 
Agency. 

EFFECnVE:  May  7, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT; 

Mr.  Herbert  W.  [ohnson,  Employ'ee 
Development  Specialist,  Workforce 
Effectiveness  and  Development 
Division,  Defense  Logistics  Agency, 
Department  of  Defense,  Cameron 
Station,  Alexandria,  VA,  (703)  274-6049 
or  274-6039. 

SUPFLEMENTARV  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  4314(c)(4),  the 


following  are  names  and  titles  of  the 
executives  who  have  beenappomted  to 
serve  as  members  of  the  PRBS.  They 
will  serve  a  1-year  renewable  term, 
effective  upon  pnblication  of  this  notice. 

Initial  PRB 

Mr.  Alton  C  Ressler,  Staff  Director, 
Civilian  Personnel. 

Mr.  James  J.  Grady,  Jr.,  Deputy 
Executive  Director,  Supply 
Operations. 

Mr.  Gary  P.  Quigley,  Deputy  General 
Counsel,  Office  of  General  Counsel 

2d  Level  Review 

Mr.  Richard  J.  Connelly,  Comptroller. 
Ms.  Christine  L  Gallo,  Deputy  Assistant 
Director,  Policy  and  Hans. 

Mr.  Gary  S.  Thurber,  Executive  Director, 
Contracting. 

Alton  C.  Ressler, 

Staff  Director.  Civilian  Personnel. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10635  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  3610-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Transmlttai  of  Mined  Geologic 
Disposal  System  (MGDS)  Annotated 
Outline  Skeleton  Text  for  the 
Preparation  of  a  License  Application 
to  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC) 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  transmitted  the  MGDS  Annotated 
Outline  Skeleton  Text  for  the 
Preparation  of  a  License  Application  to 
the  NRC  for  information  and  guidance 
on  April  24, 1992.  The  annotated  outline 
process  will  be  the  basis  for  developing 
a  license  application,  if  any,  for  the 
MGDS  program.  The  annotated  outline 
process  will  be  iterative,  with  revisions 
to  be  developed  in  consultation  with  die 
NRG 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

To  obtain  a  copy  of  the  annotated 
outline,  contact  Coriime  Macaluso,  RW- 
331,  Office  of  Civilian  Radioactive 
Waste  Management,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy.  1000  Independence  Avenue, 

SW..  Washington,  DC  20585,  (202)  588- 
2837. 

Issued  in  Washington.  DC  on  April  30, 1992. 
John  W.  Bartlett, 

Director,  Office  of  Civilian  Radioactive 

Waste  MaaagemerA 

[FR  Doc.  92-10713  Filed  5-8-%  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  eooe  #«■»<»  ■ 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  Noe.  QF93-ei-00t,  et  aLI 

Tenaeka  Washington  Partners,  LP.,  et 
al,;  Electric  Rale,  Small  Power 
ProductkNi,  and  Interlocking 
Directorate  Rlings 

Take  notice  that  the  following  filings 
have  been  made  with  the  Commission: 

1.  Tenaska  Washington  Partners,  LP. 

[Docket  No.  QF92-91-001] 

April  28, 1992. 

On  April  21, 1992,  Tenaska 
Washin^on  Partners,  LP.  tendered  for 
filing  an  amendment  to  its  filing  in  this 
docket  No  determination  has  been 
made  that  the  submittal  constitutes  a 
complete  filing. 

The  amendment  supplements 
information  concerning  the  ownership 
structure  and  the  use  of  the  facility's 
thermal  energy. 

Comment  date:  May  18, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

2.  Puget  Sound  Power  &  Light  Company 
[Docket  No.  ER92-473-0001 

April  28. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  20, 1992, 
Puget  Sound  Power  &  Li^t  Company 
(Puget)  tendered  for  filing  a  Certificate 
of  Concurrence  in  connection  with  filing 
of  1992  short-term  Columbia  River  Flaw 
Argumentation  Storage  Agreement. 

Comment  date:  May  12, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

3.  PacifiCorp. 

(Docket  No.  ER92-474-0001 
April  28, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  21. 1992, 
PacifiCorp  tendered  for  filing,  in 
accordance  with  18  CFR  35.13  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  and  Regulations,  a 
Transmission  Service  and 
Intercotmection  Agreement  between 
Fall  River  Rural  Electric  Cooperative. 
Inc.,  Marysville  Hydro  Partners  and 
PacifiCorp  dated"  February  4,1992, 
Pursuant  to  §  35.11  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  and  Regulations, 
PacifiCorp  requests  that  the  Commission 
waive  the  notice  requireraenta  of  S  35.3 
and  accept  the  Agreement  to  become 
effective  upon  the  commercial  operation 
date  of  the  Project  which  is  anticipated 
to  occur  during  the  fall  of  1992. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been 
supplied  to  the  Idaho  Public  Utilities 
Commission  and  the  Public  Utility 
Commission  of  Oregon. 
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Comment  date:  May  12. 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

4.  Duke  Power  Company 

[Docket  No.  ERS2-47S-000] 

April  29, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  16, 1992, 
Duke  Power  Company  (Duke)  tendered 
for  filing  the  true-up  Ming  for  calendar 
year  1991  imder  Article  II.3  of  the 
Settlement  Agreement  in  this  docket 

Comment  date:  May  13, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

5.  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 

[Docket  Na  ER92-476-000] 

April  29. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  22, 1992, 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
(PG&E)  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  to  the  Interconnection 
Agreements  with  Northern  California 
Power  Agency  (NCPA)  (Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  84]  and  the  City  of  Santa 
Clara  (Santa  Clara]  (Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  85).  The  changes,  contained  in 
a  letter  agreement  between  the  Parties 
dated  July  31, 1991,  pertain  to  a  new 
scheduling  practice  for  the  power  output 
of  NCPA's  and  Seinta  Clara’s  Collierville 
Powerhouse  Units  1  and  2  which  are 
part  of  the  North  Fork  Stanislaus  River 
Project,  FERC  License  No,  2409  (also 
known  as  the  Calaveras  Project).  This 
new  scheduling  practice  will  not  have 
any  anticipated  change  to  revenues  or 
require  any  change  to  the  billing. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
upon  NCPA.  Santa  Clara,  and  the 
California  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

Comment  date:  May  13, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
end  of  this  notice. 

6.  Central  Maine  Power  Company 

[Docket  No.  ER91-620-000] 

April  29, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  23, 1992, 
Central  Maine  Power  Company  (CMP) 
tendered  for  filing  its  response  to  the 
Staffs  Deficiency  Letter  of  .^ril  10, 
1992.  This  filing  submits  the  test  year 
data  showing  proposed  revenues  and 
the  derivation  of  the  monthly  fuel 
adjustment  revenues  for  the  current  Fb 
and  line  loss  adjustment  factor  and  the 
1989  based  Fb  and  line  loss  adjustment 
factor.  This  data  relates  to  the  two 
veruons  of  CMP's  amended  FERC 
Electric  Tariff  12th  Revised  Volume  Na 
1,  Wholesale  Electric  Rates  for  Other 


utilities,  submitted  on  January  13, 1992 
and  February  24, 1992. 

Comment  date:  May  13, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  etui  of  this  notice. 

7.  WestPlains  Energy,  a  Division  of 
UtiliCorp,  Inc. 

[Docket  No.  ER92-477-000] 

April  29, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  22, 1992, 
WestPlains  Energy  a  Division  of 
UtiliCorp  United,  Ina  (WestPlains) 
tendered  for  filing  Supplements  to 
certain  of  its  Service  Schedules  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  rate  moratoriums 
contained  in  the  stipulation  and 
agreement  dated  S^tember  24, 1991  by 
and  between  UtiliC^  United  Inc. 
(UtiliCorp)  and  the  Kansas  Electric 
Power  Cooperative  (KEPCo),  and  the 
stipulation  and  agreement  dated  Kansas 
municipalities.^  In  each  of  tiiose 
settlements  WestPlains  agreed  to  a  rate 
moratorium  through  October  1, 1994. 
Waiver  of  notice  has  been  requested  for 
the  supplements  in  order  to  permit  the 
rate  moratoriums  to  go  into  effect  in 
accordance  with  the  settlements.  If 
waiver  is  denied,  an  effective  date  of  60 
days  after  the  filing  is  requested. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
KEPCo,  each  of  die  Municipalities,  Me 
Municipalities  agent,  the  Kansas 
Municipal  Energy  Agency  (KEMA),  and 
the  Utilities  Division,  Kansas 
Corporation  Commission,  Topeka, 
Kansas. 

Comment  date:  May  13. 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

8.  Kansas  Qty  Power  ft  li^^t  Company 
[Docket  No.  ER92-480-000] 

April  29, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  23, 1992, 
Kansas  City  Power  ft  Li^t  Company 
(KCPL)  tendered  for  filing  a  Municipal 
Participation  Agreement  dated  April  8, 
1992,  between  KCPL  and  the  City  of 
Higginsville,  Missouri  (City),  to  become 
effective  as  of  June  1, 1992,  or  on  the 
first  day  of  the  next  calendar  month 
following  FERC  approval.  This 
Agreement  provides  for  the  initial  rates 
and  charges  fca:  certain  wholesale 
service  by  KCPL  to  the  City. 

In  its  filing  KCPL  states  that  the  rates 
included  in  the  above-mentioned 
Mimicipal  Participation  Agreement  are 
KCPL’s  rates  and  charges  for  similar 
servi<»  under  schedules  previously  filed 

*  The  Kansas  Municipalities  are  Ashland,  Attica. 
Beloit,  Cawker  Qty,  Qinniarron,  Glasco,  Glen  Bder, 
Greenaburg,  Hoiynod,  Howington,  IsabeL  Lincoin 
Cotter,  Lucas,  Luray.  Mankato,  Montezuma, 
Osboma,  Pratt.  RuaseU.  Stockton  and  Washbigton. 


by  KCPL  with  Me  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission. 

Comment  date:  May  13, 1992,  in 
accordance  wiM  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  Me  end  of  this  notice. 

9.  Delmarva  Power  ft  Light  Company 
(Docket  Na  ER9Z-479-^] 

April  29, 1992. 

Take  notice  Mat  on  April  22, 1992, 
Delmarva  Power  ft  Light  Company 
(Delmarva)  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
Supplement  No.  11  to  its  FERC  Rate 
Schedule  No.  52.  This  Supplement,  filed 
at  the  request  of  the  Old  Dominion 
Electric  Cot^terative  (Old  Dominion) 
provides  for  upgrading  Me  present  25  kV 
delivery  point  at  Meir  Massey 
substation  to  69  kV,  and  seelm 
recognition  of  Old  Dominion's  aid-in- 
constructkm  contribution  to  Delmarva  of 
$254X)0  for  the  69  kV  metering  necessary 
for  this  voltage  change.  Copies  of  Me 
filing  were  served  upon  Old  Dominion, 
Choptank  Electric  Cooperative,  and  Me 
Mar^and  Public  Service  Commission. 

Comment  date:  May  13, 1992,  in 
accordance  wiM  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  Me  end  of  Mis  notice. 

10.  Public  Service  Company  of  New 
Hampshire 

[Docket  No.  ER92-481-OOOJ 
April  29, 1992. 

Take  notice  Mat  Public  Service 
Company  of  New  Hampshire  (PSNH) 
tendered  for  filing  on  April  23, 1992,  an 
Agreement  For  Sale  of  Capacity  and 
Energy  Between  PSNH  And  The 
Massachusetts  Electric  Company, 
collectively  known  as  Me  NorMeast 
Utilities  System  (NU).  The  Agreement 
provides  for  Me  sale  by  PSNH  to  NU  of 
capacity  and  energy  from  PSNH’s 
entitlements  in  nuclear  and  oMer  power 
plants  along  wiM  transmission  service 
for  delivery  and  for  Me  possible 
exchange  of  capacity  and  energy  fivm 
CL&P’s  plants  for  capacity  from  PSNH's 
Newington  plant  in  the  event  P^iH’s 
Newington  plant  is  rmavailable. 

PSNH  asks  Mat  Me  Commission 
waive  its  notice  period  and  filing 
requirements  to  allow  Me  agreement  to 
become  effective  as  of  April  19, 1992, 
PSNH  states  Mat  Me  agreement  has 
been  executed  by  PSNH  and  NU  and 
copies  have  been  delivered  to  Me 
customer  and  Me  public  service 
commissions  in  New  Hampshire, 
Connecticut  and  Massachusetts. 

Comment  date:  May  13, 1992,  in 
accordance  wiM  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  Me  end  of  this  notice. 
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11.  Lakewood  Cogeneration,  L.P. 

(Docket  No.  QP88^18-003] 

April  29. 1992. 

On  April  22, 1992,  Lakewood 
Cogeneration,  L.P.,  c/o  Martin  Buckley, 
HCE-Lakewood,  Inc.,  100  Clinton 
Square,  Suite  400,  Syracuse,  New  York 
13202,  submitted  for  filing  an  application 
for  recertification  of  a  facility  as  a 
qualifying  cogeneration  facility  pursuant 
to  Section  292.207  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations.  No  determination  has  been 
made  that  the  submittal  constitutes  a 
complete  filing. 

The  cogeneration  facility  will  be 
located  at  the  Lakewood  Industrial  Park, 
in  Lakewood  Township,  New  Jersey. 

The  Commission  previously  certified  the 
facility  as  a  qualifying  cogeneration 
facility  by  order  dated  August  2, 1989, 
CNG  Energy  Company,  48  FERC  61,174 
(1989),  and  recertified  the  facility  as  a 
cogeneration  facility  by  order  dated  July 
3, 1991,  Lakewood  Cogeneration,  L.P.,  56 
FERC  1 62,010  (1991).  The  instant 
request  for  recertification  is  due  to  a 
change  in  the  facility's  thermal  host 
from  Fluid  Packaging  Company,  Inc.  to 
American  Eagle  Distillation  Corporation 
and  related  changes  in  the  operating  and 
efficiency  calculations. 

Comment  date:  On  or  before  June  8, 
1992,  in  accordance  with  Standard 
Paragraph  E  at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

12.  Tampa  Electric  Company 
[Docket  No.  ER92-47&-000J 
April  29. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  22, 1992, 
Tampa  Electric  Company  (Tampa 
Electric)  tendered  for  filing  revised 
Service  Schedules  A  and  B,  providing 
for  Emergency  and  Scheduled/Short- 
Term  Firm  Interchange  Service, 
respectively,  between  Tampa  Electric 
and  the  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City 
of  New  Smyrna  Beach  (New  Smyrna 
Beach).  The  revised  service  schedules 
would  supersede  the  existing  Service 
Schedules  A  and  B  under  the  agreement 
for  interchange  service  between  Tampa 
Electric  and  New  Smyrna  Beach. 

Tampa  Electric  also  tendered  for  filing 
Service  Schedule  J,  proving  for 
Negotiated  Interchange  Service  between 
Tampa  Electric  and  New  Smyrna  Beach, 
and  a  Letter  of  Commitment  under  that 
service  schedule  providing  for 
negotiated  sales  of  available  power  by 
Tampa  Electric  to  New  Smyrna  Beach. 

Finally,  Tampa  Electric  tendered  a 
Letter  Agreement  between  Tampa 
Electric  and  New  Smyrna  Beach  that 
amends  an  existing  Letter  of 
Commitment  under  Service  Schedule  D 
(Long-Term  Interchange  Service)  to 
provide  for  the  sale  of  supplemental 
capacity  and  energy  from  the  coal-fired 


generating  resources  at  Tampa  Electric's 
Big  Bend  Station. 

Tampa  Electric  proposes  an  effective 
date  of  June  23, 1992,  for  the  Service 
Schedules,  Letter  of  Commitment,  and 
Letter  Agreement. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
on  new  Smyrna  Beach  and  the  Florida 
Public  Service  Conunission, 

Comment  date:  May  13, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

13.  Northeast  Utilities  Service  Company 
(Docket  No.  ER90-145-007) 

April  30, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  23, 1992, 
Northeast  Utilities  Service  Company 
(NUSCO),  on  behalf  of  The  Connecticut 
Light  and  Power  Company  (CL&P)  and 
Public  Service  company  of  New 
Hampshire  (PSNH),  made  a  compliance 
filing  pursuant  to  Opinion  Dos.  364  and 
364-A  in  Docket  Nos.  EC90-10-004,  et 
al 

In  Opinion  Nos.  364  and  364-A,  the 
Commission  ordered  NUSCO  to  make  a 
compliance  filing  to  revise  the  common 
equity  component  in  two  electric  rate 
schedules:  Capacity  Transfer  Agreement 
From  CL&P  to  PSNH  and  Capacity 
Transfer  Agreement  from  PsNH  to  CL&P 
(Capacity  Interchange  Agreements). 
Pursuant  to  these  Opinions  NUSCo  has 
submitted  revised  pages  to  the  Capacity 
Interchange  Agreements. 

NUSCO  states  that  a  copy  of  the 
compliance  filing  has  been  mailed  to  all 
parties  in  the  consolidated  Docket  Nos. 
EC90-10-004.  et  al. 

NUSCO  requests  that  the  Commission 
waive  its  filing  requirements  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  enable  compliance. 

Comment  date:  May  14, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

14.  The  Algoma  Group  v.  Wisconsin 
Public  Service  Corporation 

(Docket  No.  EL92-24-000] 

April  30. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  23, 1992,  The 
Algoma  Group  (Algoma)  tendered  for 
filing  a  Complaint  and  Request  for 
Investigation  and  Hearing  against  the 
Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corporation. 
Algoma  requests  that  the  Commission 
initiate  an  investigation  and  hold  a 
hearing  under  sections  205  and  206  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  to  determine 
whether  Wisconsin  Public  Service 
Corporation  (WPS)  imprudently  entered 
into  and  administered  a  1985  coal  supply 
agreement  with  Nerco  Coal  Supply 
Company  (the  Nerco  Contract)  and  a 
1984  rail  transportation  agreement  with 
Soo  Line  Railroad  Company  and  as 


assigned  to  the  Wisconsin  Central  Ltd. 
railroad  (the  "Soo  Line  contract"). 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

15.  Consolidated  Edison  Company  of 
New  York,  Inc. 

[Docket  No.  ER91-497-000] 

April  30, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  23, 1992, 
Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New 
York,  Inc.  (Con  Edison)  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  supplements  to  its  Rate 
Schedules  FERC  No.  96  and  FERC  No. 

92. 

The  proposed  supplement  No.  7  to 
Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  96  increases 
the  rates  and  charges  for  electric 
delivery  service  furnished  to  public 
customers  of  the  New  York  Power 
Authority  (NYPA)  by  $18,282,000 
annually  based  on  the  12-month  period 
ending  March  31, 1993. 

The  proposed  supplement  No.  8  to 
Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  96,  applicable 
to  electric  delivery  service  to  NYPA’s 
non-public,  economic  development 
customers,  and  the  proposed  supplement 
No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  92, 
applicable  to  electric  delivery  service  to 
commercial  and  industrial  economic 
development  customers  of  the  County  of 
Westchester  Public  Service  Agency 
(COWPUSA)  or  the  New  York  City 
Public  Utility  Service  (NYCPUS), 
combine  the  rate  leaves  applicable  to 
economic  development  customers 
served  under  Rate  Schedules  FERC  No. 
92  and  FERC  No.  96  to  form  a  single  set 
of  leaves  applicable  to  the  provision  of 
all  economic  development  electric 
delivery  service  and  increase  the  rates 
and  charges  for  the  service  by  $249,000 
annually  based  on  the  12-month  period 
ending  March  31, 1993. 

These  supplements  would  supersede 
proposed  supplement  Nos.  5  and  6  to 
Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  96  and 
proposed  supplement  No.  3  to  Rate 
Schedule  FERC  No.  92  which  Con 
Edison  tendered  to  the  Commission  on 
Jime  20, 1991  and  which  were  noticed  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  1, 1991. 
These  supplements  have  never  been 
made  effective  and  should  be  deemed 
superseded  upon  grant  of  the  relief 
requested  in  the  present  filing. 

Con  Edison  seeks  permission  to  make 
the  rate  increases  to  NYPA,  COWPUSA 
and  NYCPUS  effective  as  of  April  17, 
1992. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  served 
on  NYPA,  COWPUSA,  NYCPUS,  and 
the  New  York  Public  Service 
Commission. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57.  No.  89  /  Thtirsday.  May  7,  1992  /  Notices 


19613 


Comment  date:  May  14. 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

16.  Arizona  Public  Service  Company 
[Docket  No.  ER92^465-000] 

April  30. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  16, 1992, 
Arizona  Public  Service  Company  (APS) 
tendered  for  filing  revised  estimated 
load  and  contract  demand  Exhibits 
applicable  imder  the  following  rate 
schedules; 

Custonier  Exhibit  name 

59 - Arizoffa  Power  Exhibit  B 

Aulhorily. 

126  - Electric  O^trict  Na  Exhibit  II 

6. 

127  .  Electric  District  No.  ExhibK  H 

7. 

140  .  Electric  District  Na  ExhiritH 

8. 

141  .  Aguila  Irrigation  Exhibit  II 

District 

143 _ Tompeh  Irrigation  ExhttM  N 

OstricL 

153 .  Harquahala  Valley  Exhibit  II 

Power  District 

155 .  Buckeye  Water  ExNbitll 

Cons.  &  Drainage 
Diet. 

158 .  .  Roosevelt  Irrigation  Exhibit  II 

District 

168 . .  Maricopa  Water  Exhibit  H. 

Distnct 

Current  rate  levels  are  unaffected, 
revenue  levels  are  unchanged  from 
those  currently  on  file  with  the 
Commission,  and  no  other  significant 
change  in  service  to  these  or  any  other 
customer  results  from  the  revisions 
proposed  herein.  No  new  or 
modifications  to  existing  facilities  are 
required  as  a  result  of  these  revisions. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  served 
on  the  above  customers  and  the  Arizona 
Corporation  Commission. 

Comment  date:  May  14, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

17.  Northeast  Utilities  Service  Company 
[Docket  No.  ER9(>-144-006] 

April  30, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  8, 1992, 
Northeast  Utilities  Service  Company 
(NU)  tendered  for  filing  its  compliance 
filing  in  the  above-referenced  docket. 

Comment  date:  May  13, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

18.  Lancaster  CoGen,  L.P. 

[Docket  No.  QF92-136-000] 

April  30. 1992. 

On  April  24, 1992,  Lancaster  CoGen, 
L.P.,  of  720  Hamilton  Boulevard, 
Allentown,  Pennsylvania  18195-1501, 


submitted  for  fifing  an  application  for 
certification  of  a  facility  as  a  qualifying 
cogeneration  facility  pursuant  to 
§  292.207(b)  of  the  Conunission’s 
Regulations.  No  determination  has  been 
made  that  the  submittal  constitutes  a 
complete  filing. 

The  topping-cycle  cogeneration 
facility  be  located  between  East 
and  West  Hempfield  townships  in 
Lancaster,  Pennsylvania.  The  facility 
will  consist  of  a  combustion  turbine 
generator,  an  extraction/condensing 
stream  turbine  generator,  a  heat 
recovery  boiler  and  interconnection 
facilities.  Thermal  energy,  in  the  form  of 
extraction  steam,  will  used  in  an 
absorption  refrigeration  system  to 
produce  chilled  water  for  use  in  an  air 
separation  process.  The  maximum  net 
electric  power  production  capacity  of 
the  facility  will  be  219  MW.  Ihe  primary 
energy  source  for  the  facility  is  natural 
gas.  Installation  of  the  facility  is 
expected  to  begin  in  1995. 

Comment  date:  On  or  before  June  8, 
1992,  in  accordance  with  St{mdard 
Paragraph  E  at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

19.  Indiana  Miclugan  Power  Company 

[Docket  No.  ER92-278-000] 

April  30, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  American  Electric 
Power  Service  Corporation  on  behalf  of 
Indiana  Michigan  Power  Company 
(I&M),  on  April  21, 1992,  tendered  for 
filing  an  amendment  to  Service  Schedule 
L-Peaking  Power  and  Energy  and 
Seasonal  Exchange  Power  and  Energy 
previously  filed  in  the  above  Docket  as 
part  of  Modification  No.  16,  dated 
September  4, 1991,  to  the 
Interconnection  Agreement,  dated 
December  30, 1960  (1960  Agreement), 
between  I&M  and  Indianapolis  Power  & 
Light  Company  (IPL).  The  1960 
Agreement  has  previously  been 
designated  as  I&M’s  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  21  and  IPL’  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  1. 

The  Amendment  to  Service  L  is  in 
conformance  with  Commission 
Regulation  section  35.23.  The  Parties 
request  an  effective  date  of  April  1, 1992. 

A  copy  of  the  filing  was  served  upon 
the  Indiana  Utility  Regulatory 
Commission  and  the  Michigan  Public 
Service  Commission. 

Comment  date:  May  14, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

20.  Pacificorp 

[Docket  No.  ER92-2e5-000] 

April  30, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  PacifiCorp,  on  April 
15, 1992,  tendered  an  amendment  to  its 


filing  under  FERC  Docket  No.  ER92-265- 

000. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  supplied  to 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company, 
Southern  California  Edison  Company, 
the  Public  Utility  Commission  of 
Oregon,  the  Utah  Public  Service 
Commission  and  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  the  State  of  California. 

Comment  date:  May  14, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

Standard  Paragraphs 

E.  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  fifing  should  file  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  29426,  in  accordance  with  rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211 
and  385.214).  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  the 
comment  date.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestant  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  92-10885  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUMQ  CODE  67t7-01-« 


Procedures  for  FMng  Interventions  In 
Restructuring  Proceedings 

April  30. 1992. 

On  April  8, 1992,  the  Commission 
issued  its  Notice  of  Institution  of 
Restructuring  Proceedings  Under  Order 
No.  636.  Pursuant  to  the  Commission’s 
notice,  interested  parties  were  given  an 
opportimity  to  file  motions  to  intervene 
in  restructuring  proceedings  listed  in 
that  notice.  Take  note  that  any  party 
filing  an  intervention  in  those  dockets 
must  file  a  separate  intervention  for 
each  of  the  restructuring  proceedings  in 
which  intervention  is  sought.  In  the 
caption  of  its  intervention,  the  movant 
should  only  reference  the  restructuring 
proceeding  in  which  intervention  is 
sought.  No  reference  should  be  made  in 
the  caption,  to  Commission  Docket  No. 
RM91-11-000  or  to  Commission  Order 
No.  636. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10612  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  a.m] 
BILUNO  CODE  6717-01-M 


19614 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  89  /  Thursday,  May  7,  1992  /  Notices 


[Pro|M:t  Nos.  1417-037;  1835-013] 

Central  Nebraska  Public  Power  and 
Irrigation  District,  Nebraska  Public 
Power  District;  Proposed  Rejection  of 
Request  for  Rehearing  and 
Clarification 

April  30, 1992. 

On  April  28, 1992,  the  Central 
Nebraska  Public  Power  and  Irrigation 
District  (Central]  hied  a  request  for 
rehearing  and  clarification  of  the 
Commission’s  order  of  April  10, 1992,  in 
these  relicensing  proceedings.  Central 
filed  its  request  solely  in  the  docket  for 
Project  No.  1417.  However,  the 
Commission's  order  of  April  10, 1992, 
was  issued  in  the  dockets  for  both 
Project  Nos.  1417  and  1835,  and  directed 
Central  to  take  certain  actions  in  the 
dockets  for  both  proceedings. 
Accordingly,  Central’s  request  for 
reconsideration  and  clarification  does 
not  comply  with  the  Commission’s  April 
10. 1992  order. 

This  constitutes  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  Commission’s  rules  in  18  CFR 
375.301(h)  and  385.2001(b),  Central’s 
request  for  reconsideration  and 
clarification  will  be  rejected  imless 
Central  completes  the  following 
corrective  actions  on  or  before  May  11, 
1992: 

(1)  Central  must  file  a  request  to 
amend  its  request  for  rehearing  and 
clariHcation  to  add  the  docket  number 
for  Project  No.  1835,  and  serve  copies  of 
the  amendment  request  on  all  persons 
whose  names  appear  on  the  official 
service  lists  for  both  Project  Nos,  1417 
and  1835;  and 

(2)  Central  must  serve  a  copy  of  its 
request  for  reconsideration  and 
clarification  on  each  person  whose 
name  appears  on  the  official  service  list 
for  Project  No.  1835  and  who  has  not 
already  been  served  with  a  copy  of  the 
request  in  the  docket  for  Project  No. 
1417. 

If  Central  amends  its  request  in 
accordance  with  this  notice,  the 
Commission  will  consider  it  in  a 
separate  order.  Otherwise,  Central’s 
request  will  be  deemed  not  to  have  been 
filed,  and  no  further  action  will  be  taken 
on  the  request.  18  CFR  385.2001(b)(2). 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  jr.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10613  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  a.m) 
BILUNO  CODE  STIT-OI-M 


[Docket  No.  TQ92-3-21-000] 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

April  30, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Columbia  Gas 
Trjuismission  Corporation  (Columbia) 
on  April  28, 1992,  tendered  for  filing  the 
following  proposed  changes  to  its  FERC 
Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1, 
to  be  effective  May  1, 1992. 

Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26 
Tenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26.1 
Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26A 
Tenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26A.1 
Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26B 
Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26B.1 
Seventeenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26C 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  26C.1 
Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26D 
Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  163 

Columbia  states  the  sales  rates  set 
forth  on  Tenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26.1 
reflect  an  increase  of  15.004  per  Dth  in 
the  commodity  rate  and  a  decrease  of 
$0,586  per  Dth  in  the  Demand  rate  when 
compared  with  the  total  CDS  rates 
currently  in  effect.  In  addition,  the 
transportation  rates  set  forth  on 
Seventeenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26C  and 
Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26D  reflect  an 
increase  in  the  Fuel  Charge  component 
of  0.34  cents  per  Dth. 

Columbia  has  also  included  in  the 
instant  filing,  a  correction  to  the  current 
TCRA  Surcharge  adjustment. 

Columbia  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  were  served  upon  Columbia’s 
jurisdictional  customers  and  affected 
state  regulatory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protect  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  Union 
Center  Plaza  Building,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  in 
accordance  with  rules  211  and  214  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  All  such  motions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  7, 1992. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  Columbia’s  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  )r.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10616  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  STir-OI-M 


[Docket  No.  TQ92-4-23-000] 

Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

April  30. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Eastern  Shore 
Natural  Gas  Company  (ESNG)  tendered 
for  filing  on  April  28, 1992  certain 
revised  tariff  sheets  included  in 
appendix  A  attached  to  the  filing.  ESNG 
states  that  the  tariff  sheets  are  proposed 
to  be  effective  May  1, 1992. 

On  March  31, 1992,  ESNG  filed  its 
quarterly  PGA  in  Docket  No.  TQ92-3- 
23-000,  et  al.  pursuant  to  §  154.308  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  and  §§21.2 
and  21.4  of  its  tariff  for  the  period  May 
1, 1992  through  July  31, 1992  to  reflect 
changes  in  ESNG’s  jurisdicti..nal  rates. 
ESNG  states  that  purpose  of  the  instant 
filing  is  to  adjust  ESNG’s  rates  to  reflect 
a  projected  increase  in  commodity 
purchased  gas  costs  fi'om  the  cost  levels 
reflected  in  the  aforesaid  PGA  filing. 
ESNG  states  that  the  projected  increase 
results  from  higher  prices  being  paid  to 
producers/suppliers  imder  ESNG’s 
market-responsive  gas  supply  contracts. 

ESNG  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
have  been  served  upon  its  jurisdictional 
customers  and  interested  state 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR 
385.214  and  385.211  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations.  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
May  7, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  public 
reference  room, 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr. 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10624  Filed  5-6-92:  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP91-143-013] 

Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Limited 
Partnership;  Proposed  Changes  in 
FERC  Gas  Tariff 

April  30, 1992 

Take  notice  that  Great  Lakes  Gas 
Transmission  Limited  Partnership 
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(“Great  Lakes”),  on  April  28, 1992, 
tendered  to  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (“Commission”) 
for  filing  as  part  of  its  FEKC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volumes  Nos.  2  and  3,  the 
following  tariff  sheets,  proposed  to  be 
effective  as  of  November  1, 1991: 

Original  Volume  No.  2 

Second  Substitute  Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No. 

53-G 

Fifth  Substitute  Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  603 
Original  Volume  No.  3 
Second  Substitute  Original  Sheet  No.  2-A 
Fifth  Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3 

Great  Lakes  states  that  the  purpose  of 
the  instant  filing  is  to  comply  with 
Ordering  Paragraphs  (B),  (C)  and  (D)  of 
the  "Order  on  Compliance  Filing”  issued 
by  the  Commission  on  April  2, 1992,  in 
Docket  No.  RP91-143-010  (“Order”).  In 
this  regard,  the  Order  directed  Great 
Lakes  to  file  revised  tariff  sheets  to 
reflect  the  elimination  of  changes  in  its 
Transporter’s  Use  percentages. 

Great  Lakes  further  states  that  its 
filing  includes  workpapers  setting  forth 
the  calculation  of  Transporter’s  Use 
requirements  for  its  incrementally  priced 
services. 

Great  Lakes  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing  were  posted  and  served  on  all  of 
its  customers,  upon  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  of  the  States  of  Minnesota, 
Michigan,  and  Wisconsin,  and  upon  all 
parties  listed  on  the  service  list 
maintained  by  the  Commission’s 
Secretary  in  this  proceeding. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  said 
filing  should  file  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Rule  211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  18  CFR  ' 
385.211.  All  such  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  May  7, 1992.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  )r.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10611  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45am] 
BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP92-1 59-000] 

Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Limited 
Partnership;  Proposed  Changes  in 
FERC  Gas  Tariff 

April  30, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  28, 1992, 
Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Limited 


Partnership  (’’Great  Lakes”),  pursuant  to 
section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  15 
U.S.C,  717c,  (“NGA”)  and  part  154  of  the 
Regulations,  18  CFR  154.1,  et  seq.,  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(“Commission”)  submitted  for  filing  as 
part  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volumes  Nos.  2  and  3,  the  following 
tariff  sheets: 

Primary  Tariff  Sheets 

Effective  November  1, 1992 

Original  Volume  No.  2 

Third  Substitute  Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No. 

53-G 

Original  Sheet  No.  53-G.l 
Original  Volume  No.  3 

Third  Substitute  Original  Sheet  No.  2-A 
Sixth  Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  25 
Original  Sheet  No.  25-A 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  26 

Effective  May  1, 1992 
Original  Volume  No.  2 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  53-G 
Original  Volume  No.  3 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  2-A 
Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3 

Alternate  Tariff  Sheets 

Effective  May  1. 1992 

Original  Volume  No.  2 

Alternate  Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  53-G 

Alternate  Original  Sheet  No.  53-G.l 

Original  Volume  No.  3 

Alternate  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  2-A 

Alternate  Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3 

Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  25 

Alternate  Original  Sheet  No.  25-A 

Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26 

The  primary  tariff  sheets  are  proposed 
to  become  effective  as  of  November  1, 
1991  and  May  1, 1992,  as  indicated 
above.  The  alternate  tariff  sheets  have  a 
proposed  effective  date  of  May  1, 1992. 

Great  Lakes  states  that  the  purpose  of 
the  instant  filing  is  to  revise  the 
Transporter’s  Use  ceiling  percentages 
applicable  to  transportation  services  on 
its  system.  Great  Lakes  further  states 
that  the  revised  Transporter’s  Use 
ceiling  percentages  result  fi'om  the 
Commission’s  requirement,  in  Opinion 
No.  367  (Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission 
Limited  Partnership,  57  FERC  61,140 
(1991),  that  the  fuel  efficiencies 
associated  with  Great  Lakes’  system 
expansion  be  assigned  exclusively  to  its 
incrementally  priced  expansion 
services,  and  the  Commission’s  further 
requirement,  in  an  order  issued  to  Great 
Lakes  on  April  3, 1992,  at  Docket  No. 
RP91-143-010,  that  Transporters’  Use 
ceiling  percentages  for  non- 
incrementally  priced  transportation 


services  reflect  its  past  operating 
experience.  Great  Lakes’  filing  includes 
workpapers  which  are  said  to  support 
its  calculation  of  its  proposed 
Transporter’s  Use  ceiling  percentages. 

Great  Lakes  proposes  that  its  filing  be 
accepted  as  in  further  compliance  with 
Opinion  No.  367  and  in  that  regard 
proposes  an  effective  date  of  November 
1, 1991.  In  the  event  the  Commission 
construes  its  filing  as  beyond  the  scope 
of  a  compliance  filing.  Great  Lakes 
requests  that  in  the  alternative,  its  filing 
be  accepted  as  a  limited  purpose  rate 
change  under  section  4  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (“NGA”),  with  a  proposed 
effective  date  of  May  1, 1992.  In  this 
latter  regard.  Great  Lakes  requests  a 
waiver  of  the  filing  requirements  of  part 
154  of  the  Commission’s  Regulations  (18 
CFR)  so  as  to  permit  the  acceptance  of 
its  filing  without  including  therein  all  of 
the  exhibits  described  at  §  154.63  of  the 
Commissions’  Regulations. 

Regardless  of  how  the  Commission 
considers  its  filing,  however.  Great 
Lakes  requests  waiver  of  the  notice 
period  under  section  4(d)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (“NGA”)  to  permit  its  revised 
tariff  sheets  to  go  into  effect  upon  less 
than  30  days  notice. 

In  addition.  Great  Lakes  requests  that 
its  filing  be  consolidated  for  review  with 
its  compliance  tariff  filing  also  filed  on 
April  28, 1992,  in  Docket  No.  RP91-143- 
011. 

Great  Lakes  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing  were  posted  and  served  on  all  of 
its  customers,  upon  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  of  the  States  of  Minnesota, 
Michigan,  and  Wisconsin,  and  upon  all 
parties  listed  on  the  service  list 
maintained  by  the  Conunission’s 
Secretary  in  Docket  No.  RP91-143-000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  Motion  to 
Intervene  or  Protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  214 
or  211  of  the  Commission  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  18  CFR  385.214 
and  385.211.  All  such  motions  to 
intervene  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  7, 1992.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  previously  filing  an 
unopposed  motion  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding  need  not  file  a  further 
motion  to  intervene  in  order  to  become  a 
party  herein.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
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available  for  public  inspection  In  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room, 
linwood  A.  Watson,  }r.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10622  Filed  5-6-92:  8:45  am] 
enjjNG  CODE  enr-oi-M 


[Docket  No.  TQ92-4-46-000] 

Kentucky  West  Virginia  Gas  Co.; 
Proposed  Change  in  FERC  Gas  Twiff 

May  1. 1992. 

'Take  notice  that  Kentucky  West 
Virginia  Gas  Company  (Kentucky  West] 
on  April  29, 1992,  tendered  for  filing  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission]  an  Out-of- 
Cycle  PGA  filing,  which  includes  Thirty- 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  41  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tarifi,  Second  Revised 
Volume  No.  1  to  become  effective  May 
1, 1992.  The  revised  tariff  sheet  reflects  a 
current  increase  of  $0.1702  per  Dth  in  the 
average  cost  of  purchased  gas  resulting 
in  a  Weighted  Average  Cost  of  Gas  of 
$1.1800  per  Dth. 

Kentucky  West  states  that  effective 
May  1, 1992,  pursuant  to  its  obligations 
under  various  purchase  contracts,  it  has 
specified  a  total  price  of  $1.1725  per  Dth, 
inclusive  of  all  taxes  and  any  other 
pHToduction-related  cost  add-ons,  that  it 
would  pay  under  these  contracts. 

Pursuant  to  §  154.51  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations,  Kentucky 
West  requests  waiver  of  the  thirty  day 
notice  requirement  to  permit  the  tariff 
sheet  attached  hereto  to  become 
effective  on  May  1, 1992.  In  addition, 
Kentucky  West  requests  waiver  of 
§  154.304  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  and  any  other  provisions  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations  necessary 
to  permit  the  attached  tariff  sheet  to 
become  effective  on  May  1, 1992. 

Kentucky  West  states  that  by  its 
filing,  or  any  request  or  statement  made 
therein,  it  does  not  waive  any  rights  to 
collect  amounts,  nor  the  right  to  collect 
carrying  charges  applicable  thereto,  to 
which  it  is  entitled  pursuant  to  the 
mandate  of  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Fifth  Circuit  issued  on 
March  6, 1986,  in  Kentucky  West 
Virginia  Gas  Co.  v.  FERC,  780  F.2d  1231 
(5th  Cir.  1986],  or  to  which  it  is  or 
becomes  entitled  pursuant  to  any  other 
judicial  and/or  administrative  decisions. 

Kentucky  West  states  that  a  copy  of 
its  filing  has  been  served  upon  each  of 
its  jurisdictional  customers  and 
interested  state  commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 


North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  385.211 
and  385.214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
385.211  and  385.214].  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
May  8, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection, 
linwood  A  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10669  FUed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BtLUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  G’r92-20-000] 

Northwest  Alaskan  Pipeline  Company; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

April  30, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  13, 1992, 
Northwest  Alaskan  Pipeline  Company 
(Northwest  Alaskan]  tendered  for  filing 
the  below  listed  tariff  sheets  to  be  part 
of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  2,  to  be  effective  April  1, 1992. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  275B 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  2131 

Northwest  Alaskan  states  the  tariff 
sheets  are  being  submitted  to  reflect  the 
decision  of  a  Northwest  Alaskan,  Pan- 
Alberta  Gas  Ltd.,  and  Panhandle 
Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company  arbitration 
convened  to  settle  a  dispute  over  the 
terms  of  Northwest  Alaskan's  Rate 
Schedule  X-2. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  said 
filing  should  file  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  Nordi  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Rule  211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  18  CFR 
385.211.  All  such  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  May  7, 1992.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A  Watson,  )r.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10623  Filed  5-8-62;  8:45  am] 
BUXMia  CODE  S717-at-N 


[Docket  No.  TQ92-4-28-000] 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

April  3a  1992. 

Take  notice  that  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipe  Line  Company  (Panhandle]  on 
April  28, 1992,  tendered  for  filing  the 
following  revised  tariff  sheets  listed  to 
its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  1: 

Ninety-First  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A 
Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  5-Al 
Sixty-Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-B 
Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-El 

The  proposed  effective  date  of  these 
tariff  sheets  in  June  1, 1992. 

Panhandle  states  that  these  revised 
tariff  sheets  filed  herewith  reflect  a 
commodity  rate  increase  of  16.254  per ' 

Dt.  to  reflect  an  increase  in  the  projected 
purchased  gas  cost  component 
computed  in  accordance  with  §  18.2  of 
the  General  Terms  and  Conditions  of 
Panhandle’s  tariff.  The  revised  tariff 
sheets  filed  herewith  also  reflect  an 
increase  in  Panhandle’s  demand  rates  of 
$0.10  in  accordance  with  §  18.4  of  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions  of 
Panhandle's  tariff  (pipeline  suppliers' 
demand  costs]. 

Panhandle  further  states  the  above 
referenced  tariff  sheets  are  being  filed  in 
accordance  with  §  154.308  (Quarterly 
PGA  Filing]  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  and  pursuant  to  §§  lEl  and 
18.4  (Purchased  Gas  Demand  Rate 
Adjustments  by  Pipeline  Suppliers]  of 
Panhandle’s  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1  to  reflect  the  changes  m 
Panhandle’s  jurisdictional  sales  rates ' 
effective  June  1, 1992. 

Panhandle  states  that  copies  of  its 
filing  have  been  served  on  all 
juridictional  sales  customers  and 
applicable  state  regulatory  agencies. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protect  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  385.211 
and  385.214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations.  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
May  7, 1992. 

Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
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for  public  inspection  in  the  Public 
Reference  Room. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretaiy. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10614  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP92-120-001] 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line.; 
Compliance  Filing 

May  1. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  29, 1992,  in 
Compliance  with  the  Commission’s 
order  of  March  31, 1992,  in  the  above- 
referenced  proceeding.  Panhandle 
Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company  (Panhandle) 
tendered  for  filing  the  following  tariff 
sheets  Original  Volume  No.  1,  as  part  of 
its  FERC  Gas  Tariff: 

Substitute  Original  Sheet  No.  3-K 
Sub  Third/Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  1963.1 

Panhandle  States  that  in  the 
Commission’s  March  31 1992  order  the 
Commission  directed  Panhandle  to  refile 
statements  and  schedules  supporting  its 
rate  filing  in  this  case  using  the  base  and 
test  periods  required  by  §  154.63(e)(2](i). 
Panhandle  states  that  it  has  accordingly 
revised  its  statements  and  schedules 
using  a  base  period  of  actual  data, 
ending  December  31, 1991. 

Panhandle  states  that  the  Commission 
also  directed  Panhandle  to  file  revised 
tariff  sheets  if  the  revised  statements 
and  schedules  justify  a  reduced  rate. 
Panhandle  states  that  the  tariff  sheets 
submitted  herewith  reflect  such  a 
reduction. 

Pandhandle  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  are  being  mailed  to  the  customers, 
interested  state  regulatory  agencies,  and 
parties  in  this  proceeding. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  said 
filing  should  file  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Rule  211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  18  CFR 
385.211.  All  such  protests  should  be  Hied 
on  or  before  May  8, 1992.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
laken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  )r.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10680  Filed  5-6-02;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  e717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP92-161-000] 

Penn-York  Energy  Corp.;  Proposed 
Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  1, 1992. 

'Take  notice  that  Penn- work  Energy 
Corporation  (“Penn-York”],  on  April  29, 
1992,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Third 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  to  become 
effective  on  July  1, 1992.  The  revised 
tariff  sheets  refiect  proposed  changes 
which  will  decrease  Penn-York’s 
revenue  fi'om  storage  service  by 
approximately  $1,219,785,  based  on  the 
twelve-month  period  ended  December 
31, 1991,  as  adjusted. 

Penn-York  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing  were  served  upon  the  company’s 
jurisdictional  customers  and  the 
regulatory  commissions  of  the  States  of 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey  and  Rhode 
Island. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  214 
or  211  of  the  Commission’s  procedural 
Rules  18  CFR  385.214  or  385.211.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  8, 1992.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10682  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP92-162-000] 

Superior  Offshore  Pipeline  Co.;  Tariff 
Filing 

May  1, 1992. 

■Take  notice  that  on  April  29, 1992, 
Superior  Offshore  Pipeline  Company 
(SOPO)  tendered  for  filing  pursuant  to 
Section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 

§  154.63  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  to  (1)  revise  its  existing 
Volume  No.  1  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff  and 
replace  it  with  a  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  1,  (2)  modify  the  availability 
provisions  so  as  to  provide  under  the 
new  FTS  and  ITS  rate  schedules  a 
separate  cost  justified  one-part 
volumetric  rate  for  transportation 


service  upstream  fi'om  the  Lowry  Gas 
Plant  and  another  separate  one-part 
volumetric  rate  for  transportation 
service  downstream  from  the  Lowry  Gas 
Plant  on  the  newly  constructed  laterals, 
and  (3)  increase  its  currently  effective 
one-part  volumetric  transportation  rate 
from  $0.0100  per  MMBtu  to  $0.0231,  plus 
the  applicable  ACA  charge  for  firm  and 
interruptible  transportation  services 
under  revised  Rate  Schedules  FTS  and 
ns  for  transportation  service  upstream 
of  the  Lowry  Gas  Plant,  and  to  increase 
its  currently  effective  one-part 
volumetric  transportation  rate  fi'om 
$0.0100  per  MMBtu  to  $0.0277,  plus  the 
applicable  ACA  charge,  for  firm  and 
interruptible  transportation  services 
xmder  Rate  Schedules  FTS  and  ITS  for 
transportation  services  rendered 
downstream  of  the  Lowry  Gas  Plant. 
SOPCO  also  states  that  it  is  complying 
with  Order  No.  636. 

SOPCO  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  on  its  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR 
385.214  and  385.211  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations.  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
May  8, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  public 
reference  room. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10686  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP92-160-000] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  Filing 

May  1, 1992 

Take  notice  on  April  29, 1992, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
[Tennessee)  tendered  for  filing  the 
following  revised  tariff  sheets  in  Third 
Revised  Volume  No.  1  of  its  FERC  Gas 
Tariff  to  be  effective  on  May  29, 1992: 

First  Revised  Substitute  Fifth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  30 

Third  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  153-155 
Second  Revised  Alternate  Fifth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  156 

Fourth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  157-159 
Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  160 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  419-427 
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Tennessee  states  that  these  tariff 
sheets  pertain  to  Tennessee's  existing 
NET-^U  and  NET-LD  Rate  Schedules 
and  solely  reflect  a  change  of  name  of 
the  rate  schedules  to  NET-Niagara  and 
NET-Northeast  This  flling  does  not 
involve  any  change  of  rates  or  services. 

Tennessee  states  that  copies  of  its 
flling  are  available  for  inspection  at  its 
principed  place  of  business  in  the 
Tenneco  Building.  Houston,  Texas,  and 
have  been  mailed  to  all  affected 
ciistomers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  flling  should  flle  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  625 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211 
and  385.214].  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  flled  on  or  before 
May  6, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  flle  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  flling  are  on  flle 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doa  92-10687  Filed  5-6-62;  8:45  am] 
BUJJNQ  code  S717-«1-« 

[Docket  No.  TQ92-4-17-000] 

Texm  Eastern  Transmission  Corp^ 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  1. 1992 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas 
Eastern]  on  April  29, 1992  tendered  for 
flling  as  part  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 

Fifth  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  six  copies 
of  the  following  tariff  sheets: 

Forty-first  Revised  Sheet  No.  50.1 
Forty-fifth  Revised  Sheet  Na  50.2 
Thirtieth  Revised  Sheet  No.  50A.1 
Thirtieth  Revised  Sheet  No.  5(^1 
Thirty-first  Revised  Sheet  No.  50C.1 
Thirty-first  Revised  Sheet  No.  50D.1 

The  proposed  effective  date  of  these 
revised  tariff  sheets  is  May  1. 1992. 

Texas  Eastern  states  that  these  tariff 
sheets  are  being  flled  pursuant  to 
section  23,  Purchased  Gas  Cost 
Adjustment  contained  in  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  Texas 
Eastern's  FERC  Gas  Tariff  and  pursuant 
to  Order  Na  483  issued  November  10, 
1987  in  Docket  No.  RM86-14.  As 
contemplated  in  Docket  No.  RM8&-14 
and  Order  No.  483,  this  flling  constitutes 
an  out-of-cycle  PGA  rate  increase. 


Texas  Eastern  states  that  in  compliance 
with  S  154.308(b](2]  of  the  Commission's 
Regulations,  a  repc^  containing  detailed 
computations  for  the  d^ivation  of  the 
current  adjustment  to  be  applied  to 
Texas  Eastern's  effective  rates  is 
enclosed  in  the  format  as  prescribed  by 
FERC  Form  No.  542-PGA  (Revised]  and 
FERC's  notice  of  criteria  for  accepting 
Electronic  PGA  Filings  dated  April  12, 
1991. 

Texas  Eastern  states  that  the  change 
proposed  in  this  out-of-cycle  PGA  filing 
is  a  commodity  sales  rate  increase  of 
$0.2876/dth  based  upon  the  change  in 
Texas  l^stem's  projected  May  1992 
through  July  1992  quarterly  cost  of 
purchased  gas  flt)m  Texas  Eastern's 
May  1, 1991  quarterly  PGA  In  Docket 
No.  TQ92-3-17  flled  on  March  31, 1992. 
Texas  Eeistem  states  that  the  projected 
commodity  gas  costs  reflected  in  this 
flling  are  the  result  of  the  ongoing  efforts 
by  Texas  Eastern,  in  both  the  short  term 
and  long  term,  to  secure  gas  supplies  at 
the  lowest  reasonable  cost  consistent 
with  contrachial  obligations  and 
security  of  supply  for  the  customers. 

Texas  Eastern  states  that  copies  of 
the  flling  have  been  served  on  all 
authorized  purchasers  of  natural  gas 
from  Texas  Eastern  and  on  applicable 
state  regulatory  agencies. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  flling  should  flle  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regiilatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington. 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR 
385.214  and  385.211  of  the  Conunission's 
Rules  and  Regulations.  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  flled  on  or  before 
May  8, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  flle  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  flling  are  on  flle 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  public 
reference  room. 

Linwood  A  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10683  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BujjNO  CODE  arir-oi-M 

[Oockat  No.  TQ92-4-18-000] 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp,; 
Proposed  Changes  In  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  1, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  Gas), 
on  April  29, 1992,  tendered  for  flling  the 
following  revised  tariff  sheets  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  Na  1: 


Fifty-fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  10 
Fifty-fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  lOA 
Thirty-sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  11 
Twenty-sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  llA 
Twenty-sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  IIB 

Texas  Gas  states  that  these  tariff 
sheets  reflect  changes  in  purchased  gas  ’ 
costs  pursuant  to  an  Out-of-Cycle  PGA, 
Rate  Adjustment  and  are  proposed  to  be 
effective  May  1, 1992.  Texas  Gas  further 
states  that  the  proposed  tariff  sheets 
reflect  a  commodity  rate  decrease  of 
$(.1002]  per  MMBtu,  a  D-1  demand  rate 
increase  of  $.01  per  MMBtu,  and  an  SGN 
Standby  rate  increase  of  $.0007  to  $.0008 
per  MMBtu  in  purchased  gas  costs  from 
those  reflected  in  the  rates  set  forth  in 
the  Quarterly  PGA  filed  March  31, 1992 
(Docket  No.  TQ92-3-18].  The  instant 
flling  reflects  a  $(.2495]  per  MMBtu 
commodity  rate  decrease  in  purchased 
gas  costs  from  those  reflected  in  the 
rates  effective  April  1, 1992  (Docket  No. 
TF92-5-18]. 

Texas  Gas  stages  that  copies  of  the 
filing  were  served  upon  Texas  Gas' 
jurisdictional  customers  and  interested 
state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington. 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  385.214 
and  385.211  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
and  Regulations.  All  such  protests  or 
motions  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
May  8, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  vsrill 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  flling  are  on  flle 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Public 
Reference  Room. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10688  FUed  5-6-62;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  TQ92-3-3(MK)0] 

Trunkline  Gas  C04  Proposed  Changes 
in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

April  30. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Trunkline  Gas 
Company  (Trunkline]  on  April  28, 1992 
tendered  for  flling  the  following  revised 
tariff  sheet  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1: 

Ninety-Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A 

The  proposed  effective  date  of  this 
revised  tariff  sheet  is  June  1, 1992. 


Federal  Re^ster  /  VoL  57.  No.  89  /  Thur8day>  May  7,  1992  /  Notices 


19619 


Trunkline  states  that  the  instant  filing 
reflects  a  commodity  rate  increase  of 
0.21^  per  Dt  in  the  projected  purchased 
gas  cost  component. 

Trunkline  states  that  the  tariff  sheet  is 
being  filed  in  accordance  with  §  154.308 
(quarterly  PGA  filing)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  and  pursuant 
to  Section  18  (Purchase  Gas  Adjustment 
Clause)  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  in  Tnmkline’s  FERC  Gas 
Tariff.  Original  Volume  No.  1.  Trunkline 
states  that  copies  of  this  filing  have  been 
served  on  all  jurisdictional  sales 
customers  and  applicable  state 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  SS  385.214 
and  385.211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations.  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
May  7, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Public 
Reference  Room. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  )r.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10615  Filed  5-6-92: 8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  Srir-OI-M 


[Docket  No.  GT92-21-000] 

Williams  Natural  Gas  Co. 

May  1. 1992. 

'Take  notice  that  on  April  27, 1992. 
Williams  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Williams)  filed,  pursuant  to  §  154.26 
and  154.63(b)(1)  and  (d)(2)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations,  amended 
service  agreements  under  which  sales 
service  would  be  provided  in 
accordance  with  Williams’s  Rate 
Schedule  F. 

Williams  states  that  the  original  F 
service  agreements  contained  a  primary 
term  which  would  end  on  January  1, 
1993.  Williams  further  maintains  that  the 
amended  F  service  agreements  have 
been  executed  by  mutual  consent  of  the 
parties  in  order  to  provide  a  transitional 
basis  under  which  F  service  will  be 
rendered  for  a  limited  period  through  the 
1992-1993  heating  season  to 
accommodate  restructuring  under  Order 
No.  636  prior  to  the  1993-1994  heating 
season.  Williams  asserts  that  these 
amended  agreements  explicitly  state 


that  the  parties  intend  them  to  be 
superseded  by  agreements  reached  in 
the  context  of  restructuring  all  of 
Williams’  sales,  transportation,  storage 
and  other  services  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  Order  No.  638  before 
November  1, 1993. 

Because,  Williams  alleges,  these 
agreements  contain  commercially 
sensitive  information  concerning 
customers’  gas  purchases,  Williams 
requests  that  the  Commission  accord 
confidential  treatment  to  them  pursuant 
to  the  Commission’s  regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR 
385.214  and  385.211  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations.  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
May  8, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  the  non- 
confidential  portions  of  the  filing  are 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
public  reference  room. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doa  92-10681  FUed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-«1-M 


[Docket  No.  TQ92-3-49-001] 

WIIHston  Basin  Interstate  Pipeline  Co; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  1. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  15, 1992, 
Williston  Basin  Interstate  Pipeline 
Company  (Williston  Basin]  pursuant  to 
§  154.301,  et  seq.  of  the  Commisison’s 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
section  21  of  First  Revised  Volume  No. 

1,  Section  30  of  Original  Volume  No.  1- 
A,  and  section  35  of  Original  Volume 
No.  1-B,  of  Williston  Basin’s  FERC  Gas 
Tarifi  tendered  for  filing  the  following 
corrected  tariff  sheets  to  become  a  part 
of  Williston  Basin’s  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 
with  a  proposed  effective  date  of  May  1. 
1992: 

First  Revised  Volume  Na  1 

Substitute  Forty-second  Revised  Sheet  No.  10 

Original  Volume  No.  2 

Substitute  Forty-second  Revised  Sheet  No.  10 

Williston  Basin  states  that  on  Mardi 
31. 1992,  Williston  Basin  filed  its 
regularly  scheduled  quarterly  purchased 


gas  cost  adjustment  in  Docket  No. 
TQ92-3-49-000.  to  be  effective  May  1. 
1992.  Williston  Basin’s  states  that  it  has 
come  to  its  attention  that  there  is  a 
calculation  error  in  the  original  filing. 
Williston  Basin  states  that  the  error 
affects  only  the  current  gas  cost 
adjustment  portion  of  section  10  to  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1  of  Williston 
Basin’s  FERC  Gas  Tariff. 

Williston  Basin  requests  that  the 
Commission  accept  for  filing  Substitute 
Forty-Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  10  (First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1)  which 
effectuates  a  7.575  cents  per  dkt 
decrease  in  the  Current  Gas  Cost 
Adjustment  applicable  to  Rate 
Schedules  G-1,  SGS-1.  and  E-l. 

Williston  Basin  also  states  that  it  is 
also  submitting  for  filing  Substitute 
Forty-Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  10 
(Original  Volume  No.  2],  which  was 
inadvertently  omitted  in  is  original  filing 
on  March  31, 1992. 

Williston  Basin  states  that  copies  of 
the  filing  have  been  served  upon  those 
listed  on  the  mailing  list 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  said 
filing  should  file  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NR, 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  rule  211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  18  CFR 
385.211.  All  such  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  May  8. 1992.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  pubic 
inspection. 

Linwood  A  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doa  92-10684  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


Western  Area  Power  Administration 

Colorado  River  Storage  Project— 
Notice  of  Order  Confirming  and 
Approving  an  Extension  of  the 
Transmission  Service  Rate 

agency:  Western  Area  Power 
Administration,  DOR 
action:  Notice  is  given  of  Rate  Order 
No.  WAPA-54  extending  until  Jime  30, 
1993,  the  Rate  Schedule  SP-FT3  for  firm 
transmission  service  over  the  Western 
Area  Power  Administration  (Western) 
Colorado  River  Storage  Project  (CRSP) 
transmission  system. 


FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lloyd  Greiner,  Area  Manager,  Salt 
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Lake  City  Area  Office,  P.O.  Box  11606, 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84147-0606,  (801)  524- 
5493. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By 

amendment  No.  2  to  Delegation  Order 
No.  0204-108,  published  August  23, 1991 
(56  FR  41835),  the  secretary  of  Energy 
delegated  (1)  the  authority  to  develop 
long-term  power  and  transmission  rates 
on  a  nonexclusive  basis  to  the 
Administrator  of  Western;  (2)  the 
authority  to  conHrm,  approve,  and  place 
such  rates  in  effect  on  an  interim  basis 
to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Conservation  and  Renewable  Energy; 
and  (3)  the  authority  to  conHim, 
approve,  and  place  into  effect  on  a  Hnal 
basis,  to  remand,  or  to  disapprove  such 
rates  to  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (FERC).  Existing 
Department  of  Energy  procedures  for 
public  participation  in  power  rate 
adjustments  (10  CFR  part  903)  became 
effective  on  September  18, 19M  (50  FR 
37835). 

Pursuant  to  Delegation  Order  No. 
0204-108,  FERC,  in  the  order  issued 
November  1, 1989,  in  Docket  No.  EF89- 
5151-000,  confirmed  and  approved  Rate 
Schedule  SP-FT3  for  firm  transmission 
service  by  the  CRSP  administered  by 
Western's  Salt  Lake  City  Area  Office. 
The  rate  was  approved  for  the  3-year 
period  July  1, 1989,  through  Jime  30, 1992. 

To  allow  time  for  the  concurrent 
adjustment  of  the  CRSP  firm 
transmission  rate  and  the  Salt  Lake  City 
Area  Integrated  Projects  (Integrated 
Projects)  firm  power  rate,  Western 
proposes  to  extend  the  existing  CRSP 
transmission  rate  until  June  30, 1993. 
Even  though  a  firm  transmission  rate 
adjustment  is  planned  to  be  placed  in 
effect  by  October  1, 1992,  concurrently 
with  an  Integrated  Project’s  firm  power 
rate,  the  extension  of  the  CRSP  firm 
transmission  rate  is  through  June  30, 
1993,  to  cover  any  adverse  occurrence. 
This  concurrent  adjustment  process  was 
pursued  by  the  Salt  Lake  City  Area 
Office  to  reduce  travel  and 
administrative  costs  of  Western  and  its 
customers.  Adjusting  these  two  rates 
concurrently  also  facilitates  a  more 
accurate  power  repayment  study,  since 
the  firm  transmission  rate  is  used  to 
project  transmission  revenues  which  are 
an  offset  to  firm  power  revenue 
requirements. 

The  purpose  of  Rate  Order  No. 
WAPA-54  is  to  extend  the  Rate 
Schedule  SP-FT3  until  June  30, 1993,  to 
allow  for  the  coordination  with  other 


studies  and  rate  adjustment  processes. 

Issued  at  Washington,  DC,  April  27, 1992. 

J.  Michael  Davis, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Conservation  and 
Renewable  Energy. 

Rate  Schedule  SP-FT3  (Supersedes 
Schedule  SP-FT2) 

United  States  Department  of  Energy, 
Western  Area  Power  Administration 

Salt  Lake  City  Area  Integrated  Projects, 
Arizona,  Colorado,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Utah,  Wyoming 

Schedule  of  Rate  for  Firm  Transmission 
Service 

Effective:  Begirming  on  July  1, 1992, 
and  extending  through  June  30, 1993. 

Available:  In  the  area  serviced  by  the 
Colorado  River  Storage  Project 
transmission  system. 

Applicable:  To  firm  transmission 
service  customers  where  power  and 
energy  are  supplied  to  the  Colorado 
River  Storage  ftoject  transmission 
system  at  points  of  interconnection  with 
other  systems  and  transmitted  and 
delivered,  less  losses,  to  points  of 
delivery  on  the  Colorado  River  Storage 
Project  transmission  system  established 
by  contract,  the  wholesale  power 
customers  for  firm  power  service 
supplied  through  one  meter  at  one  point 
of  delivery,  or  as  otherwise  established 
by  contract. 

Character  and  Conditions  of  Service: 
Transmission  service  for  alternating 
current,  60  hertz,  three-phase,  delivered 
and  metered  at  the  voltages  and  points 
of  delivery  established  by  contract. 

Monthly  Rate:  Transmission  service 
charge:  $21.72  per  kilowatt-year  for  each 
kilowatt  of  transmission  service 
contracted  for,  payable  monthly  at  the 
rate  of  $1.81  per  kilowatt-month. 

Requirements  for  Reactive  Power: 
Requirements  for  reactive  power  shall 
be  as  established  by  contract;  otherwise, 
there  shall  be  no  entitlement  to  transfer 
of  reactive  kilovolt-amperes  at  delivery 
points  except  when  such  transfers  may 
be  mutually  agreed  upon  by  the 
contractor  and  the  contracting  officer  or 
their  authorized  representatives. 

Adjustments  for  Losses:  Power  and 
energy  losses  incurred  in  connection 
with  Ae  transmission  and  delivery  of 
power  and  energy  under  this  rate 
^  schedule  shall  be  supplied  by  the 
customer  as  established  by  contract. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10714  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BHXmQ  CODE  6450-41-W 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL-4130-9] 

Announcement  of  the  Board  of 
Trustees  for  The  National 
Environmental  Education  and  Training 
Foundation,  Inc. 

The  National  Environmental 
Education  and  Training  Foundation  was 
created  by  Public  Law  #101-619,  the 
National  Environmental  Education  Act 
of  1990.  It  is  a  private  501(c)(3)  non¬ 
profit  organization  established  to 
promote  and  support  education  and 
training  as  necessary  tools  to  further 
environmental  protection  and 
sustainable,  environmentally  sound 
development.  It  provides  the  common 
ground  upon  which  leaders  fiom 
business  and  industry,  all  levels  of 
government,  public  interest  groups,  and 
others  can  work  cooperatively  to 
expand  the  reach  of  environmental 
education  and  training  programs  beyond 
the  traditional  classroom.  The 
Foundation  will  develop  and  support  a 
grant  program  that  promotes  innovative 
environmental  education  and  training 
programs;  it  will  also  develop 
partnerships  with  government  and  other 
organizations  to  administer  projects  that 
promote  the  development  of  an 
environmentally  literate  public. 

The  Administrator  of  the  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  per 
the  terms  of  the  Act,  announces  die 
following  three  appointments  to  the 
National  Environmental  Education  and 
Training  Foundation,  Inc.  Board  of 
Trustees.  These  appointees  will  join  the 
current  Board  members,  (see  The 
Federal  Register — October  21, 1991) 
which  include:  Chairman  Thomas  Kean, 
President  of  Drew  University;  Ms. 
Rebecca  Rimel,  Executive  Director  of 
the  Pew  Charitable  Trusts,  Ms.  Ellen 
Sulzberger  Straus,  President  of 
Executive  Service  Strategies;  Dr.  James 
Crowfoot;  Professor  at  the  School  of 
Natural  Resources  at  the  University  of 
Michigan;  Mr.  H.  Laurance  Fuller, 
Chairman,  President  and  CEO  of  Amoco 
Corporation:  Mr.  Edward  Bass, 

Chairman  of  Space  Biosphere  Ventures 
and  Chairman  and  CEO  of  FineLine  Inc. 
and  the  Bass  Company;  Mr.  John 
Denver,  Co-Founder  and  President  of  the 
Windstar  Foundation:  and  Mr.  Francis 
Pandolfi,  President  and  CEO  of  Times 
Mirror  Magazines,  Inc.  and  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  The  Sporting  News 
Publishing  Company.  Great  care  has 
been  taken  to  assure  that  these  new 
appointees  not  only  have  the  highest 
degree  of  expertise  and  commitment,  but 
also  bring  to  the  Board  diverse  points  of 
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view  relating  to  environmental 
education  and  training.  Terms  of  office 
for  respective  Board  members  will  be 
determined  and  announced  upon 
completion  and  announcement  of  the 
full  complement  of  13  Board  members. 

O.  Mark  De  Michele 

Mr.  De  Michele  is  President  and  CEO 
of  Arizona  Public  Service  Company,  a 
position  he  has  held  since  1988.  Mr.  De 
Michele  was  instrumental  in  facilitating 
negotiations  with  EPA,  the 
Environmental  Defense  Fund,  the  Grand 
Canyon  Trust,  and  the  Salt  River  Project 
to  finalize  a  highly  controversial 
regulation  to  protect  visibility  over  the 
Grand  Canyon,  Mr.  De  Michele  is 
Chairman  of  both  the  CEO  Task  Force 
on  Global  Climate  Change  and  the 
Policy  Committee  on  Enviroiunental 
Affairs  for  the  Edison  Electric  Institute 
in  addition  to  being  a  member  of  the 
Board  of  Directors  for  the  Edison 
Electric  Institute.  He  also  is  a  Board 
member  for  a  number  of  organizations 
including  America  West  Airlines, 
Pinnacle  West  Capital  Corporation,  the 
Arizona  Economic  Council,  the  Center 
for  the  New  West,  the  Morrison  Institute 
of  Public  Policy  at  Arizona  State 
University,  the  Electric  Power  Research 
Institute,  the  U.S.  Council  for  Energy 
Awareness  and  the  American  Nuclear 
Energy  Council 

Robert  Wilson 

Robert  Wilson  is  Vice  Chairman  and  a 
member  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
Johnson  &  Johnson,  the  largest,  most 
diversiHed  health  care  company  in  the 
world,  with  manufacturing  facilities  in 
54  coimtries.  Mr.  Wilson  joined  Johnson 
and  Johnson  in  1964  and  was  elected  to 
the  Board  of  Directors  in  1986.  In 
addition  to  his  Corporate 
responsibilities,  Mr.  Wilson  is  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  U.S. 
Trust  Corporation,  as  well  as  the 
Pharmaceutical  Manufacturers 
Association.  He  is  a  trustee  of  the 
Museum  of  American  Folk  Art  and  Vice 
Chairman  of  the  Board  Trustees  for  the 
Foundation  of  the  University  of 
Medicine  and  Dentistry  of  New  Jersey. 
He  is  also  a  member  of  the  Science 
Advisory  Board  of  the  Center  for 
Advanced  Biotechnology  and  Medicine. 
Mr.  Wilson  is  a  Director  of  the  James 
Black  Foimdation  in  London,  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Visitors  of  the  Fuqua 
School  of  Business.  Duke  University, 
and  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Trustees 
of  the  Alliance  for  Aging  Research. 

Dr.  Bonnie  Guiton 

Dr.  Bonnie  Guiton  is  Secretary  of  the 


State  and  Consumer  Services  Agency 
for  Governor  Pete  Wilson  in  California. 
This  agency  oversees  14  State 
Departments  with  a  budget  of  more  than 
$2  billion  and  a  staff  of  14,000.  Dr. 

Guiton  served  as  President  and  CEO  of 
the  Earth  Conservation  Corps  from 
September  1990  through  March  1991  and 
has  served  two  U.S.  Presidents  in  three 
separate  appointments.  For  President 
Bush,  Dr.  Guiton  served  as  Special 
Advisor  for  Consumer  Affairs  and 
Director  of  the  United  States  Office  of 
Consumer  Affairs  From  1989  through 
1991.  For  President  Reagan,  Dr.  Guiton 
served  as  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Vocational  and  Adult  Education  in  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Education  from 
1987-1989  and  as  Vice-Chair  of  the  U.S. 
Postal  Rate  Commission  from  1986-1987 
after  having  been  a  member  of  the 
Commission  from  1984-1986.  Dr.  Guiton 
received  her  B.A.  from  Mills  College  and 
a  Master  of  Arts  from  California  State 
University  at  Hayward.  In  addition.  Dr. 
Guiton  has  a  Doctorate  from  the 
University  of  California  at  Berkeley.  Her 
dissertation  analyzed  a  successful 
partnership  between  private  industry 
and  business  educators. 

For  further  information,  please 
contact  Bob  Abma,  Director  of 
Administration  and  Finance,  The 
National  Environmental,  Education  and 
Training.  Foundation.  Inc.,  (202)  628- 
8200. 

WUliam  K.  Reilly, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10590  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  6560-50-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Galveston/Lykes  Terminal; 
Agreementjs)  Filed 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  tiling  of  the 
following  agreement(s]  pursuant  to 
section  5  of  the  Shipping  Act  of  1984. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  each  agreement  at  the 
Washington,  DC  Office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street, 
NW.,  room  10325.  Interested  parties  may 
submit  comments  on  each  agreement  to 
the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20573, 
within  10  days  after  the  date  of  the 
Fefleral  Registw  in  which  this  notice 
appears.  The  requirements  for 
comments  are  found  in  §  572.603  of  title 
46  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

V  Interested  persons  should  consult  this 
section  before  communicating  with  the 


Commission  regarding  a  pending 
agreement 

Agreement  No.:  224-011091-001. 

Title:  Galveston/Lykes  Terminal 
Agreement 
Parties: 

Board  of  Trustees  of  the  Galveston 
Wharves  (“Port”) 

Lykes  Bros.  Steamship  Co..  Inc. 
(“Lykes"). 

Synopsis:  The  amendment  extends  the 
term  of  the  Agreement  and  adjusts  the 
compensation  payable  by  Lykes  to  the 
Port. 

Agreement  No.:  224-200455-002. 

Title:  Port  of  Oakland/Puget  Soimd 
Tug  and  Barge  Co.  Terminal  Agreement 
Parties: 

Port  of  Oakland 
Puget  Sound  Tug  and  Barge  Co. 
Synopsis:  This  modification  reflects 
the  assignment  by  Puget  Sound  Tug  and 
Barge  Co.  of  its  interest  in  the  subject 
terminal  use  agreement  to  Crowley 
Maritime  Services,  Inc.,  effective  July  1, 
1992. 

Agreements  No.:  (1)  224-200447-003. 

(2)  224-200447-004. 

Title:  Port  of  New  Orleans  and 
Coastal  Cargo  Company  Lease 
Agreement 
Parties: 

The  Port  of  New  Orleans, 

Coastal  Cargo  Company. 

Synopsis:  The  Agreements 
acknowledge  Coastal  Cargo  Company’s 
options,  as  set  forth  in  the  basic 
Agreement  to  cancel:  (1)  Sections  16 
through  30  and  (2)  sections  35  through  52 
from  the  Mandeville  Street  Wharf.  In 
addition,  the  amendments  will 
proportionately  reduce  Coastal  Cargo 
Company’s  rent  of  the  lease  premises. 
Agreement  No.:  301-200653. 

Title:  Georgia  Ports  Authority/Hoegh 
Lines  Terminal  Agreement 
Parties: 

Georgia  Ports  Authority  (“GPA”) 
Hoegh  Lines  (“Hoegh”). 

Synopsis:  The  Agreement  provides 
that  GPA  will  provide  Hoegh  with 
certain  services  for  a  consolidated  rate 
based  on  an  agreed  upon  rate  per 
container. 

Dated:  May  1, 1992. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Joseph  C  Polking, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10639  Filed  5-6-02;  8:45  am] 
BOUNQ  COOE  6730-01-M 
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Security  for  the  Protection  of  the 
Public  Hnancial  Responsibility  to  Meet 
Liability  Incurred  for  Death  or  Injury  to 
Passengers  or  Other  Persons  on 
Voyages;  Issuance  of  Certificate 
(Casualty) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
following  have  been  issued  a  Certificate 
of  Financial  Responsibility  to  Meet 
Liability  Incurred  for  Death  or  Injury  to 
Passengers  or  Other  Persons  on  Voyages 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  2, 
Public  Law  89-777  (46  U.S.C.  817(d))  and 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission's 
implementing  regulations  at  46  CFR  part 
540,  as  amended: 

Alaska  Sightseeing  Tours,  Inc.,  West  Travel, 
Inc.  and  WestFive  Enterprises,  Fourth 
and  Battery  Bldg.,  #700,  Seattle, 
Washington  98121. 

Vessel.  Spirit  of  Discovery 
Dated:  May  4, 1992. 

Joseph  C  Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10638  Filed  5-6-62;  8:45  am] 
BiLUNQ  CODE  6730-01-M 

Security  for  the  Protection  of  the 
Public  indemnification  of  Passengers 
for  Nonperformance  of 
Transportation;  Issuance  of  Certificate 
(Performance) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
following  have  been  issued  a  Certificate 
of  Financial  Responsibility  for 
Indemnification  of  Passengers  for 
Nonperformance  of  Transportation 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  3, 
Public  Law  89-777  (46  U.S.C.  817(e))  and 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission's 
implementing  regulations  at  46  CFR  part 
540,  as  amended: 

Costa  Cruise  Lines  N.V.  and  Costa  Crociere 
S.P.A.,  World  Trade  Center,  80  SW.  8th 
Street,  Miami,  FL  33130-3097 
Vessel:  Costa  Allegro. 

Dated:  May  1, 1992. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10640  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  6730-«1-H 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Community  Bancshares,  Inc^  et  al.; 
Formations  of;  Acquisitions  by;  and 
Mergers  of  Bank  Holding  Companies 

The  companies  listed  in  this  notice 
have  applied  for  the  Board's  approval 
under  section  3  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842)  and  § 
225.14  of  the  Board's  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.14)  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  or  to  acquire  a  bank  or  bank 


holding  company.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  applications 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Each  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal  - 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
Reserve  Bank  or  to  the  offices  of  the 
Board  of  Governors.  Any  comment  on 
an  application  that  requests  a  hearing 
must  include  a  statement  of  why  a 
written  presentation  would  not  suffice  in 
lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying  specifically 
any  questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute 
and  summarizing  the  evidence  that 
would  be  presented  at  a  hearing. 

Unless  otherwise  noted,  comments 
regarding  each  of  these  applications 
must  be  received  not  later  than  June  1, 
1992. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta 
(Robert  E.  Heck,  Vice  President)  104 
Marietta  Street,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Geoi-gia 
30303: 

1.  Community  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Blountsville,  Alabama;  to  acquire  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  City  and 
County  Bank  of  McMinn  Coimty, 

Athens,  Tennessee. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis  (James  M.  Lyon,  Vice 
President)  250  Marquette  Avenue, 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55480: 

1.  McVille  Financial  Services,  Inc., 
McVille,  North  Dakota;  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  McVille 
State  Bank,  McVille,  North  Dakota. 

C.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco  (Kenneth  R.  Binning,  Director, 
Bank  Holding  Company)  101  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94105: 

1.  Omni  Commercial  Services 
Corporation,  Phoenix,  Arizona;  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company  by 
acquiring  100  percent  of  the  voting 
shares  of  State  Bank  of  Arizona, 
Phoenix,  Arizona,  a  de  novo  bank. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  1, 1992. 

Jennifer  J.  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10645  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  6210-01-F 


First  Commerce  Bancorp,  et  al.;  Notice 
of  Applications  to  Engage  de  novo  In 
Permissible  Nonbanking  Activities 

The  companies  listed  in  this  notice 
have  filed  an  application  under  § 
225.23(a)(1)  of  the  Board's  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.23(a)(1))  for  the  Board's 


approval  imder  section  4(c)(8)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.21(a)  of  Regulation 
Y  (12  CFR  225.21(a))  to  commence  or  to 
engage  de  novo,  either  directly  or 
through  a  subsidiary,  in  a  nonbanking 
activity  that  is  listed  in  §  225.25  of 
Regulation  Y  as  closely  related  to 
banking  and  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies.  Unless  otherwise 
noted,  such  activities  will  be  conducted 
throughout  the  United  States. 

Each  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  on  ffie 
question  whether  consummation  of  the 
proposal  can  "reasonably  be  expected 
to  produce  benefits  to  the  public,  such 
as  greater  convenience,  increased 
competition,  or  gains  in  efficiency,  that 
outweigh  possible  adverse  effects,  such 
as  imdue  concentration  of  resources, 
decreased  or  unfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  imsound 
banking  practices,"  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  a  written  presentation  would 
not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

Unless  otherwise  noted,  comments 
regarding  the  applications  must  be 
received  at  the  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
or  the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
not  later  than  June  1, 1992. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta 
(Robert  E.  Heck,  Vice  President)  104 
Marietta  Street,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30303: 

1.  First  Commerce  Bancorp, 
Commerce,  Georgia;  to  engage  de  novo 
through  its  subsidiary,  Bankline 
Systems,  Inc.,  Commerce,  Georgia,  in 
data  processing  and  transmission 
services,  pursuant  to  §  225.25(b)(7)  of 
the  Board's  Regulation  Y. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(David  S.  Epstein,  Vice  President)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  Central-State  Bancorp,  Inc., 
Frankfort,  Michigan;  to  engage  de  novo 
through  its  subsidiary.  Central  State 
Service  Corporation,  Beulah,  Michigan, 
in  making  and  selling  fixed  rate 
mortgages  in  the  secondary  market, 
pursuant  to  §  225.25(b)(1)  of  the  Board's 
Regulation  Y. 
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Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  1, 1992. 

Jennifer  ).  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10644  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-F 

The  Long-Term  Credit  Bank  of  Japan, 
Limited,  Tokyo,  Japan;  Application  to 
Conduct  Private  Placements  of  All 
Types  of  Securities  as  Agent, 

Purchase  and  Sell  All  Types  of 
Securities  as  a  “Riskless  Principal,” 
Engage  in  “Full-Service  Brokerage”  of 
Securities,  Trade  Foreign  Exchange, 
and  Provide  FCM  Execution, 

Clearance,  and  Advisory  Services 

The  Long-Term  Credit  Bank  of  Japan, 
Limited,  Tokyo,  Japan  (“Long-Term 
Credit  Bank”),  has  applied  pursuant  to  § 
4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1843(c)(8)  (“BHC  Act”) 
and  §  225.23(a)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation 
Y  (12  CFR  225,23(a)),  through  its  wholly 
owned  subsidiary,  Greenwich  Capital 
Markets,  Inc.,  Greenwich,  Connecticut 
(“Company”),  to  engage  de  novo  in  the 
following  activities: 

(1)  the  private  placement,  as  agent,  of 
all  types  of  securities,  including 
providing  related  advisory  services; 

(2)  buying  and  selling  all  types  of 
securities  on  the  order  of  investors  as 
“riskless  principal”; 

(3)  providing  securities  brokerage 
services  and  activities  related  or 
incidental  thereto  pursuant  to  § 
225.25(b)(15)  of  Regulation  Y  to 
institutional  and  retail  customers  in 
conjunction  with  Company’s  previously 
approved  portfolio  investment  advisory 
activities  (“full-service  brokerage”); 

(4)  trading  foreign  exchange  forward, 
futures,  options  and  options  on  futures 
transactions  for  purposes  other  than 
hedging;  and 

(5)  Acting  as  a  futures  commission 
merchant  (“FCM”)  in  the  execution  and 
clearance  on  major  commodity 
exchanges  of  futures  contracts  and 
options  on  futures  contracts  for  precious 
metals,  foreign  exchange,  U.S. 
government  securities,  negotiable 
money-market  instruments  (foreign  and 
domestic)  and  certain  U.S.  broad-based 
bond  and  stock  indexes,  and  providing 
investment  advice  as  a  FCM  or 
commodity  trading  advisor  with  respect 
to  such  contracts. 

Company  would  conduct  the  proposed 
activities  on  a  domestic  and 
international  basis. 

Company  is  currently  authorized  to 
engage  in  various  securities-related, 
investment  and  financial  advisory,  FCM, 


and  foreign  exchange  activities, 
including,  but  not  limited  to, 
underwriting  and  dealing  in,  to  a  limited 
extent,  municipal  revenue  bonds,  1-4 
family  mortgage-related  securities, 
commercial  paper,  and  consumer- 
receivable-related  securities  (“bank 
ineligible  securities”).  Company  also 
engages  in  mortgage  banking  and  real 
estate-related  activities,  data 
processing,  and  management  consulting. 
Company  has  pending  an  application  to 
act  as  a  dealer,  broker  and  advisor  with 
respect  to  interest  rate  and  currency 
swaps  and  related  transactions. 

Section  4(c)(8)  of  the  BHC  Act 
provides  that  a  bank  holding  company 
may,  with  Board  approval,  engage  in 
any  activity  “which  the  Board,  after  due 
notice  and  opportunity  for  hearing,  has 
determined  (by  order  or  regulation)  to 
be  so  closely  related  to  banking  or 
managing  or  controlling  banks  as  to  be  a 
proper  incident  thereto.” 

The  Board  has  previously  approved 
the  proposed  private  placement  and 
“riskless  principal”  activities,  and  Long- 
Term  Credit  Bank  proposes  to  comply 
with  most  of  the  limitations  relied  upon 
by  the  Board  in  its  orders  approving 
these  activities.  See  Bankers  Trust  New 
York  Corporation,  75  Federal  Reserve 
Bulletin  829  (1989)  ["Bankers  Trust"];  /. 

P.  Morgan  &  Company  Incorporated,  76 
Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  26  (1990)  {"J.P. 
Morgan  7”).  Certain  private  placement 
customers  of  Company  may  not  be 
“accredited  investors”  under  Regulation 
D  promulgated  by  the  SEC,  however, 
although  all  private  placement 
customers  will  be  Bnancially 
sophisticated  institutions  and 
individuals.  In  addition,  while  all  of  the 
securities  to  be  privately  placed  will  be 
exempt  from  registration  requirements 
pursuant  to  §  4(2)  of  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933,  as  amended  (“the  Securities 
Act”),  not  all  of  Company’s  proposed 
transactions  will  comply  with  all  of  the 
requirements  of  Regulation  D,  which  is  a 
series  of  eight  rules  (Rules  501-508) 
establishing  exemptions  from  the 
registration  requirements  of  the 
Securities  Act. 

Long-Term  Credit  Bank  also  proposes 
that  Company  act  as  agent  for  holders  of 
securities  desiring  to  resell  them  to  other 
sophisticated  investors  in  transactions 
exempt  from  registration  requirements, 
pursuant  to  S  4(1)  of  the  Securities  Act, 
SEC  Rule  144A  or  other  permissible 
methods  of  resale  under  the  securities 
laws,  such  as  “Rule  4-1 1/2”  (“resale 
transactions”).  Long-Term  Credit  Bank 
asserts  that  none  of  these  -transactions 
would  involve  “offerings”  within  the 
meaning  of  §  4(2)  of  the  Seciuities  Act, 


but  rather  would  involve  “non-public” 
resales  by  holders  of  the  securities. 
Long-Term  Credit  Bank  also  takes  the 
position  that  the  proposed  resale 
transactions  are  not  “public  sales”  of 
securities  under  the  Glass-Steagall  Act 
and  that  the  revenues  derived  from 
these  transactions  would  not  be  subject 
to  the  revenue  limitation  relied  upon  by 
the  Board  in  approving  Company’s 
underwriting  of  bank-ineligible 
securities.  See  The  Long-Term  Credit 
Bank  of  Japan,  Limited,  76  Federal 
Reserve  Bulletin  554  (1990).  It  states  that 
Company  would  be  performing 
essentially  a  brokerage  function 
between  the  holder  of  the  privately 
placed  securities  and  the  subsequent 
purchaser  of  the  securities,  and  it  has 
agreed  to  conduct  these  resale 
transactions  subject  to  the  commitments 
which  it  has  made  with  respect  to  its 
“full-service  brokerage”  activities  (see 
below).  Long-Term  Credit  Bank  also  . 
commits  that  with  respect  to  these 
resale  transactions  Company  will 
comply  with  the  operational  limitations 
on  private  placements  relied  upon  by 
the  Board  in  Bankers  Trust  and  J.P. 
Morgan  1. 

In  addition,  the  Board  has  approved 
the  proposed  “full-service  brokerage” 
activities,  and  Long-Term  Credit  Bank 
has  committed  to  comply  with  the 
commitments  relied  upon  by  the  Board 
in  its  orders  approving  these  activities. 
See  PNC  Financial  Corporation,  75 
Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  396  (1989); 

Bank  of  New  England  Corporation,  74 
Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  700  (1988); 
Manufacturers  Hanover  Corporation,  73 
Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  930  (1987);  J.P. 
Morgan  &■  Company  Incorporated,  73 
Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  810  (1987)  ["J.P. 
Morgan  IF)  National  Westminster  Bank 
PLC,  72  Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  584 
(1986).  Long-Term  Credit  Bank  also 
seeks  authority  for  Company,  within 
defined  parameters  established  by 
institutional  customers,  to  exercise 
discretion  in  buying  and  selling 
securities  on  behalf  of  institutional 
customers.  This  service  would  be 
performed  solely  for  institutional 
customers  subject  to  the  conditions  in 
J.P.  Morgan  II. 

The  Board  has  also  approved  trading 
for  a  company’s  own  account  in  foreign 
exchange  forward,  futures,  options  and 
options  on  futures  transactions  for 
purposes  other  than  hedging.  See 
Hongkong  and  Shanghai  Banking 
Corporation,  75  Federal  Reserve  Bulletin 
217  (1989).  Long-Term  Credit  Bank  has 
made  substantially  all  of  the 
commitments  relied  upon  by  the  Board 
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in  approving  this  activity.  However. 
Company  currently  executes  foreign 
exchange  futures  transactions  for 
customers  as  a  FCM  in  accordance  with 
fi  225.25(b)(18)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation 
Y.  12  225.25(b)(18),  and  Company’s 

subsidiary  engages  in  advisory  activities 
with  regard  to  such  transactions  in 
accordance  with  §  225.25(b)(19)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y.  12  CFR 
225.25(b)(19).  Long-Term  Credit  Bank 
has  made  a  number  of  commitments  to 
address  any  potential  conflicts  of 
interests  between  the  combined 
activities  of  giving  foreign  exchange 
advice,  taking  positions  in  foreign 
exchange  and  executing  trades. 

The  Bocutl  has  determined  that  FCM 
activities  with  respect  to  futures 
contracts  for  precious  metals,  foreign 
exchange,  U.S.  government  securities, 
negotiable  money-market  instruments 
(foreign  and  domestic)  and  certain 
broad-based  bond  and  stock  indexes, 
and  related  investment  advice  is  closely 
related  and  a  proper  incident  to 
banking.  See,  e.g„  12  CFR  225.25(b)(18) 
and  (19):  Chemical  Banking 
Corporation,  76  Federal  Reserve  Bulletin 
660  (1990);  The  Hongkong  and  Shanghai 
Banking  Corporation,  76  Federal 
Reserve  Bulletin  770  (1990).  The  Board 
has  not  previously  approved  FCM 
activities  with  respect  to  all  of  the 
proposed  exchanges  and  instruments. 
Long-Term  Credit  Bank  maintains, 
however,  that  all  of  these  instruments 
are  functionally  similar  to  contracts 
previously  approved  by  the  Board,  and 
all  of  the  exchanges  are  major 
commodities  exchanges.  Company 
would  conduct  these  proposed  FCM 
activities  subject  to  the  conditions  set 
forth  in  §§  225.25(b)(18)  and  (19)  of 
Regulation  Y  previously  considered  by 
the  Board  in  approving  FCM  activities. 

Long-Term  Credit  Bank  states  that  the 
proposed  activities  will  benefit  the 
public.  It  believes  that  they  will  promote 
competition  and  provide  added 
convenience  to  customers  and  gains  in 
efficiency.  Moreover,  Long-Term  Credit 
Bank  believes  that  the  proposed 
activities  will  not  result  in  any  unsound 
banking  practices. 

In  publishing  the  proposal  for 
comment  the  Board  does  not  take  a 
position  on  issues  raised  by  the 
proposal.  Notice  of  the  proposal  is 
published  solely  in  order  to  seek  the 
views  of  interested  persons  on  the 
issues  presented  by  the  application  and 
does  not  represent  a  determination  by 
the  Board  that  the  proposal  meets  or  is 
likely  to  meet  the  standards  of  the  BHC 
Act  or  the  Glass-Steagall  Act. 

Any  comments  or  requests  for  hearing 


should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  William  W.  Wiles, 

Secretary,  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  Washington. 
D.C.  20551,  not  later  than  June  5, 1992. 
Any  request  for  a  hearing  on  this 
application  must,  as  required  by  § 
262.3(e)  of  the  Board’s  Rules  of 
Procediu'e  (12  CFR  262.3(e)),  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  reasons 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the  evidence 
that  would  be  presented  at  a  hearing, 
and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

'This  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  1, 1992. 
fennifer  |.  (ohnson. 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10643  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BnjJNQ  CODE  S210-01-F 


FEDERAL  RETIREMENT  THRIFT 
INVESTMENT  BOARD 

Employee  Thrift  Advisory  Council;  Open 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  a  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  the  following  committee  meeting: 

Name:  Employee  Thrift  Advisory  Council. 
Time  and  date:  10  a.m..  May  20, 1992. 

Place:  Fifth  Floor  Conference  Room, 
Federal  Retirement  Thrift  Investment  Board, 
805  Fifteenth  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
Status:  Open. 

Matters  to  be  considered:  Approval  of  the 
minutes  of  the  December  11, 1991,  meeting; 
report  of  the  Executive  Director  on  the  status 
of  the  Thrift  Savings  Plan;  participation  in  the 
C,  F,  and  G  Funds;  Social  Security 
Administration  policy  on  Government 
pension  offset;  legislative  update;  and  new 
business. 

Any  interested  person  may  attend,  appear 
before,  or  file  Statements  with  the  Council. 
For  further  information  contact  John ). 
O’Meara,  Committee  Mangement  Officer,  on 
(202)  523-7018. 

Dated:  May  1, 1992. 

Francis  X.  Cavanaugh, 

Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10619  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  6710-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

AlcohoL  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental 
Health  Administration 

HIV/ AIDS  and  Related  Diseases 
Among  Substance  Abusers; 

Community  Based  Outreach  and 
Intervention  Demonstration  Program 
(Short  Title— AIDS  Outreach  for 
Substance  Abusers) 

agency:  Office  for  Treatment 
Improvement,  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administration,  Public 
Health  Service,  HHS. 
action:  Request  for  applications. 

Program  Authority 
The  Office  for  Treatment 
Improvement  (OTI),  in  its  role  of 
implementing  demand  reduction 
programs  under  the  Anti  Drug  Abuse 
Act  of  1988  and  the  Office  for  National 
Drug  Control  Policy’s  National  Drug 
Control  Strategy,  is  making 
approximately  $10  million  available  in 
FY  1992  to  support  outreach  services 
provided  by  community  based  programs 
to  substance  abusers  at  the  highest  risk 
for  infection  by  Human 
Immunodeficiency  Virus  (HIV)  and 
related  diseases.  The  statutory  authority 
for  this  program  is  section  509C(a)(l)(B) 
of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act,  as 
enacted  by  Public  Law  100-690,  the 
“Anti  Drug  Abuse  Act  of  1988’’. 

Purpose  and  Goals 
In  furtherance  of  the  National  Drug 
Control  Strategy,  this  announcement 
solicits  applications  for  demonstration 
projects  designed  to  seek  out  injecting 
drug  users  (IDUs),  other  high  risk 
substance  abusers,  and  their  sex 
partners  in  order  to:  (1)  Encourage  entry 
into  and  make  arrangements  for 
treatment  of  chemical  dependence 
(Note:  this  RFA  does  not  support 
pa5mtient  for  treatment  per  se);  (2) 
provide  medical  diagnostic  services  for 
HIV/ AIDS  and  related  illnesses  (e.g., 
sexually  transmitted  diseases  (STDs), 
and  tuberculosis  CTB))?  and  (3)  provide 
the  information,  skills,  and  other 
prophylactic  means  to  effect  those 
behavior  changes  most  likely  to 
decrease  the  risk  of  acquiring  or 
transmitting  HTV  and  related  diseases. 

The  goals  of  this  grant  program  are  to: 
(1)  Demonstrate  the  replicability  and 
cost  effectiveness  of  community-based 
intervention  strategies  (models)  to 
accomplish  the  purposes  identified 
above;  and,  wherever  possible,  (2)  to 
determine  if  these  altered  behaviors 
produce  changes  in  the  incidence  of  HIV 
and  related  diseases  in  the  targeted 
populations  and  communities. 

Therefore,  awards  will  be  made  to 
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applicants  proposing  projects  in 
communities  where  there  has  been 
ongoing  HIV  seroprevalence 
measurement  for  at  least  the  past  3 
years  (i.e.,  1989, 1990, 1991).  (See  Award 
Criteria.)  Supporting  documentation  for 
ongoing  measurement  must  be  provided 
as  Document  1,  Appendix  1. 

Background 

High  risk  substance  abusers  and  their 
sex  partners  currently  represent  about 
one-third  (32%)  of  diagnosed  AIDS  cases 
in  the  U.S.,  the  second  largest  and  one  of 
the  fastest  growing  groups  at  risk  for 
HIV  infection.  The  highest  rate  of 
growth  in  HIV  seroprevalence  or 
transmission  is  associated  with  IDUs 
and  the  sharing  of  contaminated 
injection  paraphernalia.  In  addition,  the 
sex  partners  of  these  IDUs  are  also  at 
risk.  Seventy  percent  of  women  infected 
with  HIV  disease  via  heterosexual 
contact  had  that  contact  with  an  IDU. 
Further,  90  percent  of  pediatric  AIDS 
cases  are  attributable  to  transmission 
from  mothers  who  either  injected  drugs 
or  had  sexual  contact  with  an  IDU. 

Black  and  Hispanic  Americans  are 
disproportionately  represented  among 
all  these  subgroups. 

Also  at  high  risk  for  HIV  infection  are 
“crack”  and  non-injecting  cocaine 
abusers  who  trade  sex  for  drugs.  Recent 
data  reported  by  the  Centers  for  Disease 
Control  (CDC)  indicate  that  AIDS 
incidence  rates  among  adolescents  are 
increasing.  Much  of  this  increase  can  be 
attributed  to  crack  use  and  trading  sex 
for  drugs. 

Estimates  of  the  number  of  IDUs  and 
other  high  risk  substance  abusers 
infected  with  the  HIV  are  substantially 
larger  than  the  number  diagnosed  with 
AIDS.  Seroprevalence  rates  among  IDUs 
vary  greatly  from  region  to  region,  and, 
while  exact  rates  are  not  available, 
estimates  indicate  that  the  number  of 
IDUs  infected  in  the  country  as  a  whole 
may  be  as  high  as  400,000  (JAMA,  V. 

261, 1989). 

The  latency  period  between  infection 
with  the  virus  and  development  of  AIDS 
may  extend  to  several  years.  During  this 
period,  many  IDUs  and  other  high  risk 
substance  abusers  who  are  seropositive 
can — through  the  sharing  of 
paraphernalia,  needles  and  sexual 
contact — expose  thousands  of  other 
substance  abusers,  their  sex  partners 
and  others  to  potential  HIV  infection. 

Non-substance-abusing  sex  partners 
of  IDUs  are  also  at  risk  for  HIV 
infection.  Male  IDUs  typically  have  their 
primary  relationships  with  partners  who 
do  not  inject  drugs.  Female  IDUs,  on  the 
other  hand,  typically  have  their  primary 
relationship  with  a  male  IDU  increasing 
the  likelihood  that  both  partners  will  be 
exposed  to  HIV. 


Prostitutes  engaged  in  high  risk 
substance  abuse  represent  another 
target  population  for  HIV  prevention 
outreach  efforts.  The  adolescent 
homeless,  runaway,  and  delinquent 
populations  are  at  demonstrable  risk  for 
substance  abuse,  high  risk  sex  and  HIV 
infection.  Adolescents,  therefore, 
constitute  an  additional  subpopulation 
for  AIDS  prevention/intervention 
efforts. 

In  addition,  STDs  are  a  significant 
problem  in  the  above  at  risk 
populations.  Presence  of  STDs 
facilitates  the  HIV  transmission  and 
acts  as  a  co-factor  in  contracting  the 
HIV,  particularly  in  heterosexual 
transmission.  These  groups  may  also  be 
at  risk  for  the  HTLV-I  and  HTLV-II 
retroviruses  which  are  believed  to  be 
causal  factors  in  several  varieties  of 
lymphoma/leukemia.  Screening  and 
treating  for  STDs  serve  the  dual  purpose 
of  identifying  individuals  at  risk  and 
eliminating  one  of  the  HIV  transmission 
co-factors.  Outreach  and  behavior 
modification  are  proven  methods  for 
changing  high  risk  sex  behavior  and 
preventing  the  spread  of  HIV. 

Another  more  recent  and  very  serious 
problem  is  the  emergence  of  TB  among 
high  risk  substance  abusers,  individuals 
infected  with  HIV.  and  those  who  have 
contact  with  them,  A  number  of  studies 
and  recent  observations  from  substance 
abuse  treatment  practitioners  indicate 
that  highly  contagious  opportunistic 
diseases  such  as  TB  are  problematic 
both  for  the  treatment  of  HIV  infected 
patients  and  for  spread  of  TB  to  the 
larger  population.  TB  may  precede  other 
opportunistic  infections  and 
manifestations  of  decreased  immune 
function  that  are  the  criteria  for 
diagnosing  AIDS.  Failure  to  comply  with 
prescribed  medication  protocols  is 
linked  to  the  emergence  of  strains  of  TB 
that  are  resistant  to  all  available 
antibiotics.  Infections  with  such  drug 
resistant  strains  have  now  been 
identified  in  a  number  of  urban  areas 
and  the  rate  approximately  corresponds 
to  the  prevalence  of  HIV  infection. 

Once  developed,  clinical  TB  becomes 
a  risk  for  all  those  in  contact  with  the 
infected  individuals,  e.g.,  outreach 
workers,  family  members,  other  patients 
and  staff  in  residential  treatment 
settings  or  in  shelters  for  the  homeless. 
The  increase  in  drug  resistant  TB 
observed  in  both  treated  and  untreated 
IDUs  makes  it  imperative  that  outreach 
programs  funded  under  this  RFA  fully 
address  this  problem  both  as  a  potential 
indicator  of  the  HIV  and  to  protect  their 
staff  and  patients. 


Existing  Knowledge  Base 

Demonstration  grants  supported  by 
this  program  must  build  upon 
interventions  derived  from  the  existing 
knowledge  in  this  area,  particularly 
those  developed  through  the  AIDS 
Community  Outreach  and  Counseling 
Demonstration  Research  programs 
funded  by  the  NIDA  from  FY  1987  to  FY 
1991  (also  known  as  the  National  AIDS 
Demonstration  Research  (NADR) 
program.)  The  following  discussion  and 
Appendix  A  describe  some  of  the 
relevant  knowledge  base  and  the  NIDA 
findings. 

In  FY  1987,  NIDA  initiated  the 
Community  Outreach  Research 
Demonstration  Program  and,  in  FY  1988, 
expanded  the  program  to  provide  grant 
support  to  additional  communities.  In 
FY  1991,  NIDA  entered  into  cooperative 
agreements  to  address  fundamental 
research  questions  raised  during  the 
first  two  years  of  the  program. 

In  FY  1992,  as  a  result  of  the 
preliminary  findings  from  the  research 
demonstration  projects — highly 
successful  reduction  in  HIV  risk 
behaviors  associated  with  injection  drug 
use  (e.g.,  self-reported  decrease  in 
needle  sharing,  increase  in  bleach 
cleaning  of  needles)  and  moderately 
successful  reduction  in  HIV  risk 
behaviors  associated  with  transmission 
through  sexual  contact  (e.g.,  increase  in 
condom  use) — ADAMHA  decided  to 
attempt  to  replicate  and  demonstrate  the 
effectiveness  of  the  developed 
approaches  in  non-research  service 
environments.  The  Office  for  Treatment 
Improvement  (OTI)  has  therefore 
received  funds  from  NIDA  for  this 
purpose. 

At  any  given  point  in  time,  research 
indicates  that  for  every  active  high  risk 
substance  abuser  in  treatment,  six  are 
not  in  treatment.  NIDA  projects  found 
that  at  first  contact  41  percent  of  IDUs 
had  never  been  in  treatment  despite  an 
average  of  11  years  of  substance  abuse. 
This  funding  indicates  a  continuing  need 
to  reach  these  high  risk  substance 
abusers  and  get  them  into  treatment 
whenever  possible. 

In  fact,  substance  abuse  treatment  is 
one  demonstrably  effective  method  for 
reducing  the  spread  of  HIV  among  high 
risk  substance  abusers,  their  sex 
partners  and  others.  Participation  in 
treatment,  even  for  substance  abusers 
already  exposed  to  HIV,  greatly 
decreases  the  likelihood  of  multiple 
exposure  and  of  exposing  others  to  the 
HIV.  Effective  treatment  helps  IDU 
patients  eliminate  needle  use  and  gives 
all  patients  an  opportunity  to  learn  more 
about  other  risk  reduction  methods  (i.e., 
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safe  sex  practices).  Appropriate  staffing 
and  resource  levels  are  critical  to 
elective  treatment  delivery,  provision 
for  primary  medical  services  either  on 
site  or  through  linkages  with  other 
agencies  also  ensure  that  these  patients 
receive  an  appropriate  array  of 
preventive  and  primary  health  care 
services  (e.g.,  screening  for  STDs  and 
TB). 

Alternatively,  there  remains  a 
contingent  which  cannot,  or  will  not, 
enter  substance  abuse  treatment 
programs  bat  which  can  and  will  alter 
risk  behaviors  associated  with  the  HTV. 

It  is  essential  that  we  continue  to 
develop  and  evaluate  strategies  to 
reduce  the  risk  of  HTV  infection  and 
related  infections  among  all  high  risk 
substance  abusers  and  their  contacts 
through  use  of  outreach  and  intervention 
strategies  appropriate  to  their  needs. 

The  NIDA  AIDS  outreach  projects 
demonstrated  that  outreach  workers  and 
programs  can  successfully: 

(1)  Contact  high  risk  substance 
abusers  not  in  treatment; 

(2)  Conduct  interviews  concerning 
high  risk  behavior; 

(3)  Provide  educational  materials  and 
other  information  designed  to  alter  their 
high  risk  behavior; 

(4)  Persuade  a  significant  number  of 
such  individuals  to  enter  treatment 
(many  for  the  first  time);  and 

(5)  Obtain  follow-up  interviews  with  a 
hi^  proportion  of  those  originally 
contact^.  Based  on  the  self-reports  of 
these  high  risk  substance  abusers,  there 
were  substantial  reductions  in  high  risk 
behaviors. 

Relationship  to  Healdiy  People  2000  and 
Other  Federal  Programs 

Healthy  People  2000 

The  Public  Health  Service  (PHS)  is 
committed  to  achieving  the  health 
promotion  and  disease  prevention 
objectives  of  Healthy  People  2000,  a 
PHS-led  national  public  health  initiative. 
This  RFA,  “AIDS  Outreach  for 
Substance  Abusers,”  is  related  to  the 
Healthy  People  2000  objectives 
established  for  prevention  and 
treatment  of  Alcohol  and  Other  Drug 
Abuse  (chapter  4)  and  HIV  Infection 
(chapter  18). 

This  progreun  contributes  to  achieving 
the  following  objectives: 

Increase  to  at  least  50  percent  the 
estimated  proportion  of  all  intravenous 
drug  abusers  who  are  in  drug  abuse 
treatment  programs.  (18.5) 

Increase  to  at  least  50  percent  the 
estimated  proportion  of  Intravenous 
drug  abusers  not  in  treatment  who  use 
uncontaminated  drug  paraphernalia 
(“works”).  (18.6) 


Increase  to  at  least  50  percent  the 
estimated  proportion  of  Intravenous 
drug  abusers  not  in  treatment  who  use 
uncontaminated  drug  paraphernalia 
(“works”).  (18.6) 

Increase  to  at  least  50  percent  the 
proportion  of  sexually  active,  unmarried 
people  who  used  a  condom  at  last 
sexual  intercourse.  (18.4) 

Potential  applicants  may  obtain  a 
copy  of  Healthy  People  2000  (Full 
Report:  Stock  No.  017-001-00474-0)  or 
Healthy  People  2000  (Summary  Report: 
Stock  No.  017-001-00473-1)  through  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office, 

Washington,  DC  20402-9325  (Telephone 
202-783-3238). 

National  Drug  Control  Strategy 

The  National  Drug  Control  Strategy 
(January  1992,  The  White  House)  sets  a 
number  of  priorities  to  prevent  and  treat 
“intravenous  drug  use”.  The  Strategy 
recognizes  the  strong  connection 
between  such  drug  use  and  infection 
with  the  HIV.  The  Strategy  further 
highlights  the  alarming  trend  of  HIV 
infection  among  women,  infants, 
adolescents  and  young  adults  which  is 
either  directly  or  indirectly  related  to 
substance  abuse.  In  order  to  abate  the 
spread  of  HTV  connected  with  high  risk 
substance  abusers,  the  Strategy 
proposes  expanding  HTV/ AIDS  outreach 
programs. 

Copies  of  the  National  Drug  Control 
Strategy  may  be  obtained  fi'om  New 
Orders,  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
P.O.  Box  371954,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15250- 
7954,  Order  Processing  Code  6182. 
Additional  information  may  also  be 
obtained  from  calling  the  Federal  E)rug, 
Alcohol,  and  Crime  Clearinghouse 
Network  at  1-900-788-7800. 

Related  Federal  Programs 

Where  possible,  applicants  should 
demonstrate  coordination  between  their 
efforts  and  related  Federal  programs, 
such  as: 

ADAMHA  Programs 

•  Cooperative  agreements  for  drug 
abuse  treatment  improvement  projects 
in  target  cities  (OTI). 

•  Model  comprehensive  treatment 
program  for  critical  populations  (OTI). 

•  Demonstration  grants  for  the 
prevention  of  alcohol  and  other  drug 
abuse  among  high  risk  youth  program 
(OSAP). 

•  Pregnant  and  postpartum  women 
and  infants  program  (OSAP). 

The  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration/Medicaid 

•  Supports  Primary  Care  Services  tor; 


— Low-income  pregnant  women,  infants, 
children,  adolescents,  and  families 
with  dependent  children  in  any  state 
of  HIV  infection;  and, 

— ^Adult  males  and  females  without 
children  who  have  been  determined  to 
be  disabled  by  HIV  infection  and/or 
AIDS. 

The  Health  Resources  and  Services 
Administration  Programs 

•  “Healthy  Start”  Projects. 

•  Ryan  White  Comprehensive  AIDS  ' 
Resources  Emergency  Act  of  1990 
Grants. 

•  Community  and  migrant  health 
centers. 

•  Health  care  in  public  housing 
grants. 

•  Health  care  for  the  homeless  grants. 
Centers  for  Disease  Control  Programs 

•  Various  programs  for  treatment  and 
prevention  of  HIV,  TB,  and  STDs. 

Office  of  Population  Affairs  Programs 

•  Family  planning  clinics. 

Administration  for  Children  and 
Families  Programs 

•  Runaway  and  homeless  youth 
shelters  and  centers. 

•  Projects  on  drug  education  for 
runaway  and  homeless  youth. 

Other  Federal  Departments 

•  Projects  funded  by  the  Office  of 
Juvenile  Justice  and  the  Bureau  of 
Justice  Assistance,  U.S.  Department  of 
Justice. 

•  Projects  funded  by  the  Department 
of  Education. 

Target  Populations 

In  keeping  with  OTI’s  practice  of 
bringing  improved  services  to  those 
subpopulations  identified  in  the  Anti 
Drug  Abuse  Act  as  having  the  least 
access  to  effective,  culturally  relevant 
addiction  treatment  and  that  are 
recognized  as  at  greatest  risk  for 
contracting  the  HIV,  emphasis  is 
expected  on  providing  services  for  the 
following  subpopulations  within  the 
overall  population  of  high  risk  substance 
abusers: 

•  Adolescents,  including  runaways. 

•  Minorities  (includes  Black 
Americans,  Hispanic  Americans,  Asian 
Americems,  American  Indians,  Alaska 
Natives,  and  Native  Hawaiians). 

•  Pregnant  women. 

•  Female  addicts  and  their  diildren. 

•  Residents  of  public  housing 
projects. 

•  Homeless. 

Applicants  should  propose  projects 
which  focus  primarily  on  populations 
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with  one  or  more  of  these 
characteristics,  or,  if  not  so  focused^ 
applicants  should  describe  clearly  how 
such  groups  will  be  served  within  the 
proposed  methodology. 

Eligibility 

Af^Iicanta 

In  keeping  with  its  practice  of  working 
closely  with  the  States  to  ensure 
coordination  and  synergy  between  State 
and  Federal  funding  e^orts,  OTI  is 
restricting  eligibility  for  funding  under 
this  program  to  States.*  Specifically, 
eligibility  is  restricted  to  ^e  Single  State 
Agency  (SSA)  for  Alcohol  and  Drug 
Abuse  in  each  State. 

Under  the  auspices  of  OTTs  State 
Systems  Development  Program  (SSDP), 
OTI  is  working  in  partnership  with  the 
SSA  in  each  State  to  conduct  sub-State 
needs  assessments  (which  include 
estimates  of  the  number  of  IDUs)  and  to 
develop  Statewide  Prevention  and 
Treatment  Plans  (which  include  the 
required  expenditure  of  a  portion  of  the 
Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse  and  Mental  Health 
Services  (ADMS)  Block  Grant  funds 
received  by  the  State  for  outreach  to 
and  treatment  of  IDUs  as  part  of  the 
overall  effort  to  prevent  HfV/AIDS). 

OTI  intends  that  SSAs  shall  be  the 
applicant  State  agency  as  a  means  to 
coordinate  the  planning,  service 
activities,  and  data  collection  activities 
sponsored  under  the  SSDP  with  the 
outreach  and  counseling  demonstration 
projects  funded  under  this  RFA. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  program,  the 
SSA  will  be  considered  the  applicant, 
and  all  entities  wishing  to  apply  for 
funding  for  a  specific  HIV /AIDS 
outreach  project  at  the  State  or  sub- 
State  level  will  be  considered  sub¬ 
applicants.  Sub-applicqnts  may  be 
governmental  units,  or  public  or  private, 
non-profit  or  for-profit  entities  wishing 
to  apply  for  support.  Sub-applicants  will 
compete  for  funding  with  all  other  sub¬ 
applicants  based  on  the  merit  of  their 
individual  application. 

State  applications  for  funding  must 
include  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the 
Director  of  the  Single  State  Agency  for 
Alcohol  and  Drug  Abuse,  listing  aU  sub¬ 
applicant  proposals  contained  in  the 
State’s  application  package.  Additional 
copies  of  this  letter  must  be  included  in 
each  sub-applicant  proposal  as 


‘  For  purpoM*  oi  this  announcesMnt.  “Sute”  is 
defined  as  the  SO  States,  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Guam,  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the 
Northern  Mariana  Islands,  the  Virgin  Islands, 
American  Samoa,  and  the  Successor  States  to  the 
Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands  (the  Pedented 
States  of  Micronesia,  the  Republic  of  the  Marshall 
Islands,  and  the  Republic  of  Palau). 


Document  2,  in  Af^ndix  1,  Eligibility 
Documentation. 

Sub-Applicants 

Sub-applicants  must  have 
demonstrated  organizational  integrity  as 
exemplified  by  ongoing  addictions 
treatment  or  other  relevant  service 
delivery  activity  supported  by  public  or 
private  funds  for  a  period  of  at  least  2 
years.  While  substance  abuse  treatment 
programs,  especially  those  will  strong 
primary  care  medical  components,  are 
in  an  excellent  position  to  develop 
outreach  and  intervention  services  of 
the  kind  sought  in  this  announcement, 
sub-applicants  who  are  primarily 
engaged  in  other  medical  services, 
assessment  and  referral  of  substance 
abusers,  early  intervention,  education, 
training,  outreach,  or  other  community 
organizing  activities  are  also  eligible. 

OTI  encourages  applicaticms  from 
addiction  treatment  programs, 
community  based  organizations, 
community  health  centers,  STD  clinics, 
or  other  entities  (e.g.,  central  intake  and 
referral  agencies.  Treatment 
Alternatives  to  Street  Crime  agencies) 
that  have  a  good  record  of  reaching  and 
serving  IDUs  and  are  capable  of 
encouraging  IDUs  to  enter  and  remain  in 
treatment,  or  to  modify  their  behavior. 

Inappropriate  for  Review  by  OTI 

1.  Research  demonstration 
applications  using  rigorously  controlled 
comparative  experimental  designs  to 
assess  the  efficacy  of  particular 
substance  abuse  interventions  are 
inappropriate  under  this  annoimcement. 
Su(^  proposals  may  be  more 
appropriate  for  the  National  Institute  on 
Drug  Abuse  (NIDA),  or  the  National 
Institute  on  Alcohol  Abuse  and 
Alcoholism  (NIAAA). 

2.  Applications  that  request  support 
for  direct  treatment  of  substance 
abusers  either  for  drug  dependence  or 
associated  infectious  diseases  are  also 
inappropriate  under  this  announcement, 
but  may  be  appropriate  for  other 
programs  supported  by  OTL 

Funding  for  AIDS  outreach 
demonstration  programs  may  not  be 
requested  finm  more  than  one  PHS 
entity  (e.g.,  NIAAA,  NIDA,  OSAP,  OTI 
or  CDC)  for  the  same  programmatic 
activities  for  the  same  target  population. 

For  information  on  grant  programs  of 
the  above  listed  Institutes/Offices,  call 
the  National  Clearinghouse  for  Alcohol 
and  Drug  InformatiiMi,  1-800-SAY-NO- 
Ta 

Amount  and  Length  of  Award 

In  FY 1992,  approximately  $10  million 
will  be  available  to  support 
approximately  2S  to  30  individual 


outreach  demonstration  projects  at  the 
sub-applicant  level.  It  is  expected  that 
individual  project  funding  needs  will 
vary  from  about  $275,000  to  $375,000 
including  all  direct,  indirect  and  State 
administrative  costs  (which  are  limited 
to  2%  of  sub-recipient  grant  awards). 

The  number  and  size  of  grant  awar^ 
will  depend  upon  program  priorities  and 
the  availability  of  funds  at  the  time  of 
award. 

Support  may  be  requested  for  a 
project  period  of  up  to  three  years. 
Depending  on  the  availability  of  funds 
and  program  priorities  in  FY  1995,  OTI 
may  announce  the  availability  of 
continuation  funds  for  years  four  and 
five  of  the  project  period.  If  continuation 
funds  are  provided,  they  will  be 
awarded  on  a  competitive  basis,  subject 
to:  (1)  The  extent  to  which  grantee 
projects  have  accomplished  the  goals  set 
forft  for  the  program;  and  (2)  the  degree 
to  which  the  State  or  sub-applicant  is 
willing  to  provide  an  escalating  non- 
Federal  match  for  the  remaining  two 
years  of  Federal  support 

Rapid  Award  of  Federal  Funds 

Because  of  the  need  to  intervene 
quickly  with  this  target  population.  OTI 
places  considerable  emphasis  on  rapid 
award  of  Federal  funds  by  the  State  and 
implCTientation  of  individual  projects  by 
the  sub-applicants.  'Therefore,  OTI  will 
give  funding  priority  to  projects  in  those 
States  which  provide  a  strong  written 
assurance  that  funds  will  be  awarded 
rapidly  to  sub-recipients  following  the 
date  of  Federal  grant  award  (see 
AWARD  CRITERIA)  and  to  those  States 
with  a  history /track  record  of  rapid 
award  of  OTI  grant  funds.  For  States 
that  wish  to  make  such  an  assurance,  a 
letter  from  the  Director  of  the  Single 
State  Agency  certifying  rapid  obligation 
of  funds  following  die  date  of  grant 
award  should  be  included  as  Document 
3,  Appendix  2,  in  each  sub-applicant 
proposal 

Consistency  With  Existing  State 
Prevention  and  Treatment  Plana 

Commensurate  with  OTI’s  goals  to 
improve  the  coordination  and 
integration  of  treatment  service  delivery 
and  to  help  ensure  State  financial 
support  following  the  period  of  Federal 
support  for  this  progreun.  OTI  will  give 
funding  priority  to  sub-applicant 
projects  that  are  determined  to  be 
consistent  with  existing  Statewide 
Substance  Abuse  Prevention  and 
Treatment  Plans  and  State  HIV/ AIDS 
Prevention  and  Treatment  Plans  (see 
AWARD  CRITERIA).  For  States  that 
wish  to  make  such  assurance  on  behalf 
of  a  sub-applicant  proposal,  a  letter  from 
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the  Director  of  the  Single  State  Agency 
certifying  the  project’s  consistency  with 
existing  State  plans  should  be  included 
as  Document  4,  Appendix  2,  in  the  sub¬ 
applicant's  proposal. 

Availability  of  Non-Federal  Matching 
Funds 

The  availability  of  non-Federal 
matching  funds  is  not  a  requirement  of 
this  program.  However,  applicants  and/ 
or  sub-applicants  that  demonstrate  the 
availability  of  matching  funds  from  any 
source  (e.g.,  State  or  sub-state  non- 
Federal  revenues,  foundation  grants] 
will  be  given  priority  for  award  (see 
AWARD  CRITERIA).  Matching 
resources  must  be  Hnancial  as  opposed 
to  in-kind,  may  be  derived  from  any 
non-Federal  source,  and,  to  be 
acceptable,  must  constitute  at  least  10% 
of  the  total  costs  (direct  and  indirect)  of 
the  proposed  project  for  which  an 
assurance  is  provided.  Sub-applicants 
may  independently  verify  the 
availability  of  non-Federal  funds  from 
sources  other  than  the  State. 
Documentation  in  support  of  the 
availability  of  non-Federal  matching 
funds  should  be  provided  as  Document 
5,  Appendix  2  of  each  sub-applicant's 
proposal.  Written  assurance  of  the 
availability  of  matching  funds  must  be 
provided  by  the  source  of  the  matching 
funds  on  offrcial  letterhead  and  signed 
by  an  offrcial  authorized  to  commit  the 
funds.  Certifrcation  of  the  availability  of 
matching  funds  will  be  verified  prior  to 
award. 

Maintenance  of  Effort 

States  and  sub-applicants  shall  not 
use  funds  awarded  under  this  RFA  to 
supplant  existing  State  or  other 
resources  presently  being  utilized  to 
support  non-recipient  AIDS  outreach 
program  activities.  Some  examples  of 
such  resources  are  (1)  funding  of  AIDS 
outreach  program  activities  through  the 
ADMS  Block  Grant,  administered  by 
on  and  the  State  Grantee  Agencies: 
and  (2)  the  AIDS  Prevention 
Cooperative  Agreement  Project, 
administered  by  the  GDC,  which 
provides  funds  through  State  Health 
Departments  for  local  communities  to 
support  HIV  counseling  and  testing  and 
health  education/risk  reduction 
activities.  A  letter  from  the  Single  State 
Agency  which  certifies  that  Federal 
funds  will  not  be  used  to  supplant  or 
replace  funds  already  budgeted  for 
proposed  projects  must  be  provided  as 
Document  6,  Appendix  2  in  each  sub¬ 
applicant  proposal. 


Reporting  Requirements 

Progress  reports  will  be  required  as 
specified  by  OTI  and  PHS  Grants  Policy 
Statement  requirements. 

Executive  Order  12372 
(Intergovernmental  Review) 

The  intergovernmental  review 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12372, 
as  implemented  through  DHHS 
regulations  at  45  CFR  part  100,  are 
applicable  to  this  program.  EO  12372 
sets  up  a  system  for  State  and  local 
government  review  of  proposed  Federal 
assistance  applications.  Applicants 
(other  than  federally-recognized  Indian 
tribal  governments)  should  contact  the 
State  Single  Point  of  Contact  (SPOC)  as 
early  as  possible  to  alert  them  to 
prospective  applications  and  receive 
any  necessary  instructions  on  the  State 
process.  For  proposed  projects  serving 
more  than  one  State,  the  applicant  is 
advised  to  contact  the  SPOC  of  each 
affected  State.  A  current  listing  of 
SPOCs  is  included  in  the  application  kit. 
The  SPOC  should  send  any  State 
recommendations  to:  UIS,  3206  Tower 
Oaks  Boulevard,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20852,  (301)  984-4222,  Contact:  Ms.  Pat 
Downey. 

The  due  date  for  State  process 
recommendations  is  60  days  after  the 
deadline  date  for  receipt  of  applications, 
on  does  not  guarantee  to  acconunodate 
or  explain  State  process 
recomjnendations  that  are  received  after 
the  60-day  cut-off  date. 

Application  Process 

The  Single  State  Agency  for  Alcohol 
and  Drug  Abuse  must  submit  the 
following: 

1.  A  cover  letter  listing  all  projects 
included  in  the  application. 

2.  A  face  sheet  (Standard  Form  424). 

3.  One  form  PHS  5161-*  (REV  3/89), 
illustrating  consolidated  budget 
information  for  all  projects. 

Each  Sub-applicant  must  submit  to  the 
Single  State  Agency  the  following: 

1.  A  face  page  and  a  complete  PHS 
5161-1  *  form. 

2.  A  separate  budget  sheet  (Standard 
Form  424A],  with  detailed,  itemized 
categorical  budget  information  (i.e., 
personnel,  equipment,  supplies,  travel). 

3.  A  separate  narrative  justification 
for  each  budget  category  is  required. 

The  sub-applicant's  budget  and  budget 
justification  must  include  information 
which  delineates  the  costs  associated 
with  outreach  to  the  specific  populations 


*  An  abbreviated  title  and  the  number  of  this 
RFA.  ‘‘AIDS  Outreach  for  Substance  Abusers  OTl- 
92-02”  must  appear  In  item  number  10  on  the  face 
page  of  the  Application  for  Federal  Assistance 
(Standard  Form  424)  in  PHS  5161-1. 


covered.  Where  other  similar  services 
exist  in  the  community,  the  budget 
should  make  clear  how  the  efforts  under 
this  program  are  to  be  separated. 

4.  A  complete  project  application  (See 
Application  Structure  and  Content). 

The  signed  original  and  two  copies  of 
the  form  PHS  S161-1  must  be  sent  by  the 
Single  State  Agency  to:  UIS,  3206  Tower 
Oaks  Boulevard,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20852,  (301)  984-4222,  Contact:  Ms.  Pat 
Downey. 

All  information  provided  in 
applications  must  be  accurate  and 
truthful  to  the  best  of  the  applicant’s  and 
sub-applicant's  knowledge,  under 
penalty  of  all  applicable  federal  laws 
and  regulations. 

Application  kits  containing  the 
necessary  forms  and  instructions  may 
be  obtained  from:  UIS,  3206  Tower  Oaks 
Boulevard,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852, 
(301)  984-4222,  Contact:  Ms.  Pat 
Downey. 

Application  Structure  and  Content 

Each  sub-applicant  must  develop  and 
submit  a  complete  single  application  for 
funding.  The  application  should  consist 
of,  in  this  order  A  Face  Sheet  (SF-424): 
Abstract:  Table  of  Contents:  Narrative: 
and  Appendices. 

Abstract 

The  Abstract  is  extremely  important 
to  the  sub-applicant  as  it  summarizes 
the  entire  concept  of  the  program  and  is 
the  only  section  of  the  Application 
which,  upon  grant  award,  becomes  a 
matter  of  public  record.  The  Abstract 
also:  (a)  Determines  the  initial  steps  in 
the  review  process:  and  (b)  becomes  the 
permanent  official  description  of  the 
project  in  the  Review  Summary 
Statement. 

The  Abstract  should  be  single- 
spaced — 30-lines  or  less — and  must 
summarize,  in  brief  form,  excerpts  from 
each  of  the  narrative  components  of  the 
application,  including: 

(1)  Type  of  program  applying  and 
present  activities  related  to  this 
proposal; 

(2)  Geographic  service  area  and  the 
need  for  this  outreach  effort; 

(3)  Target  population  and  sub¬ 
population  groups  to  be  served  by  this 
project,  including  racial/ethnic  group 
and  gender  breakouts  and  estimates  of 
the  numbers  of  IDUs,  high  risk 
substance  abusers  and  their  sex 
partners,  substances  that  are  typically 
abused  by  the  target  population(s),  and 
the  prevalence  of  HIV,  STDs  and  TB  in 
this  population; 

(4)  Proposed  overall  goals  and 
objectives: 
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(5)  Proposed  approaches/methods  for 
identifying,  contracting,  communicating/ 
educating/ changing  behavior,  and 
encouraging  entry  into  treatment  for  the 
target  population; 

(6)  Linkages  of  proposed  pro)ect  to 
ongoing  treatment  activities  and  to  a 
comprehensive  community  resource 
network  of  related  health  and  social 
services  organizations;  and 

(7)  The  plans  for  evaluaticm,  including 
the  measures  proposed  for  gauging  the 
impact  of  the  outreach  efforts  (e.g.,  self- 
reports  at  follow-up;  entry  into 
treatment,  etc.). 

Table  of  Contents 

Immediately  following  the  abstract 
page,  a  table  of  contents  is  required 
wUch  identiHes  the  beginning  page  of 
each  section  of  the  proposal  The 
following  sections  must  be  included  in 
the  Table  of  Contents  (Sections  A-H 
constitute  the  Narrative  portion  of  the 
application): 

A.  Program  Background  and  Problem 

Statement 

B.  Needs  Assessment  and  Target  Population 

C.  Goals  and  Objectives 

D.  Approach/Method 

E.  Evaluation  Plan 

F.  ConBdentiality  Requirements 

G.  Project  Staffing,  Management,  and 

Organization 

R  Budget,  Budget  Justification,  and  Existing 
Resources 

I.  Check  List 

J.  Appendices 

Narrative 

The  narrative  is  the  core  of  the 
propos€d.  It  must  be  well  organized  and 
self  explanatory.  All  narrative  pages 
must  be  single  spaced  with  typeface  no 
smaller  than  10  point.  Sections  A-E  are 
limited  to  33  pages  and  sections  F-H  are 
limited  to  10  pages.  See  detailed 
instructions  below  for  preparing  these 
Narrative  Sections. 

Sub-applicants  must  provide  the 
information  requested  within  the 
sections  and  as  numbered  below. 

(Note:  The  following  sections  A-H  replace 
the  general  instructions  for  completing  the 
program  narrative  of  the  application  form 
PHS-5161-1.) 

A.  Program  Background  and  Problem 
Statement 

1.  Describe  the  sub-applicant  program 
*  in  terms  of: 

(a)  Type  of  program,  e.g.,  substance 
abuse  b'eatment  (residential  outpatienL 
etc.),  community  health  center,  public 
health  department; 

(b)  Administrative  base,  e.g..  State, 
county,  private  non-  or  for-profit; 

(c)  Present  activities  which  involve 
community  outreach  or  are  relevant  to 
this  RFA; 


(d)  Present  procedures  for  testing  or 
participating  in  HIV  or  other  infectious 
disease  testing  (if  testing  is  presently 
being  done,  give  the  present  number/ 
rate  of  HIV  positive  and  TB  positive 
patients  in  the  treatment  program);  and 

(e)  Existing  linkages  with  other 
community  based  organizations  and 
service  providers. 

Sub-applicants  who  provide 
substance  abuse  treatment  must 
describe  static  treatment  capacity  for 
the  existing  programs  (or  the  maximum 
number  of  persons  that  can  be  treated  at 
any  single  point  in  time,  given  the 
program’s  physical  characteristics,  size, 
stafi  composition,  and  financial  and 
other  resources).  For  residential 
programs  (e.g.  24-hour  care  units)  the 
static  capacity  is  equal  to  the  number  of 
beds  available.  For  outpatient  providers 
(less  than  24-hour  care),  static  capacity 
equals  the  maximum  active  patient 
caseload  at  any  single  point  in  time,  e.g., 
if  an  outpatient  program  has  set  a  policy 
that  there  must  be  one  counselor  for 
every  20  patients  and  it  has  five  full-time 
counselors,  then  the  program  has  a 
static  capacity  of  100.  On-site  or  ofi-site 
medical  services  available  for  patients 
in  the  programs  must  be  described. 
Information  must  be  given  about 
treatment  programs  that  have  initiated, 
or  have  had  patients  pculicipating  in, 
testing  for  HIV  and  other  diseases. 
Available  findings  regarding 
seropositive  rates  among  patients  must 
also  be  provided. 

2.  Briefly  describe  the  overall 
conditions  and  characteristics  in  the 
geographic  target  area,  as  defined  by  the 
sub-applicanl  which  contribute  to  high- 
risk  behaviors  and  environments,  e.g., 
number  of  families  at  poverty  level, 
patterns  of  substance  abuse,  rate  of 
homelessness,  runaways,  absence  of 
community  support  systems, 
unwillingness  of  community  groups  to 
recognize  the  problem,  etc. 

3.  Demonstrate  familiarity  with  and 
understanding  of  state-of-the-art 
practices  and  general  knowledge 
regarding  HTV  risk  reduction  tl^ugh 
outreach  and  interventions  appropriate 
to  the  target  community  and 
population(s).  Review  any  related 
projects,  experience  with,  or  studies 
conducted  by  the  sub-applicant.  If  the 
project  design  is  based  on  a  particular 
model  not  included  in  Appendix  A, 
review  the  appropriate  literature  and 
describe  why  this  model  is  the  most 
relevant  to  the  proposed  target 
population. 

4.  Sub-applicants  who  received 
funding  under  the  NIDA  AIDS 
Community  Outreach  Demonstration 
Research  Program,  leases  I  and  H  or 
fi^m  similar  efforts  funded  by  other 


sources  (e.g.,  CDC  AIDS  Prevention 
Cooperative  Agreement  ADMS  Block 
Grant  Gannett  Foundation,  Robert 
Wood  Johnson  Foundation,  State 
general  fund  appropriation)  must 
identify  the  grants  received  and  the 
dates  of  grant  award(s).  Detailed 
information  with  regard  to  studies 
conducted,  findings  obtained,  and 
outreach/intervention  strategies 
developed  must  be  provided  as 
Appendix  1,  Document  1. 

B.  Needs  Assessment  and  Target 
Population 

Need  will  be  a  primary  criteria  for 
awfud  of  grants  under  tUs 
announcement.  Sub-applicants  must 
therefore  define  the  geographic  service 
area(s)  to  be  covered  by  the  project  (e.g., 
a  neighborhood  or  series  of  discrete 
neighborhoods,  a  city  or  town,  a  limited 
portion  of  a  metropolitan  area,  a  county) 
and  provide  estimates  of  the  number  of 
IDUs  and  other  high  risk  substance 
abusers  in  the  targeted  geographic  area, 
based  on  information  fiom  the  Centers 
for  Disease  Control  (CDC),  State 
substance  abuse  authorities.  State  or 
local  health  departments,  hospital 
emergency  rooms,  medical  examiners, 
treatment  agencies,  and/or 
epidemiological  surveys. 

The  methodology  used  to  compile 
local  needs  assessment  data  must  be 
described  in  this  section  of  the 
application.  Objective  indicators  which 
may  be  of  value  to  developing  the  needs 
assessment  include:  (1)  incidence  and 
prevalence  data  for  HIV  fiom  the  CDC 
or  State/local  health  departments  (if 
available):  and  (2)  incidence  and 
prevalence  of  d^  abuse  data  fiom 
State  alcohol  and  drug  abuse  agencies. 
Drug  Abuse  Warning  Network  (DAWN) 
data  (which  includes  hospital 
emergency  room  and  medical  examiners 
reports  (MERS),  Drug  Use  Forecasting 
(DUF)  (which  includes  detention  centers 
and  jads),  and  primary  care  clinics. 

If  the  sub-applicant  is  seeking  funds  to 
provide  outreach  to  more  than  one 
contiguous  service  area,  under  one 
administration,  each  area  must  be 
described,  and  need  established. 

1.  For  the  geographic  service  area  (as 
defined  by  the  subapplicant):  A  needs 
assessment  specific  to  the  service  area 
must  be  provided,  and  include: 

(a)  A  detailed  description  based  on 
available  statistical/epidemiological 
data  of  the  demographics, 
socioeconomic  and  racial/ethnic 
characteristics,  criminal  activity; 

(b)  Extent  of  HIV/AIDS,  TB,  IDU  and 
other  substance  abuse  in  the  service 
area  (data  on  the  incidence  of  HTV/ 
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AIDS  and  TB  may  be  obtained  from  the 
CDC): 

(c)  A  discussion  of  outreach  and  other 
service /treatment  gaps  and  other 
problems,  such  as  accessibility  of 
primary  health  care  and  addition 
treatment  services — concisely  describe 
relevant  existing  medical  care  facilities. 
STD  clinics,  social  services  agencies, 
and  community  organizations  in  the 
service  area;  and 

(d)  statistical  and  other  evidence  that 
the  proposed  activities  are  needed  in  the 
community  and  are  not  currently  being 
provided. 

2.  For  the  Target  Population  ®  which  is 
to  be  the  focus  of  the  proposed  outreach, 
describe  the  characteristics  of  the 
proposed  population  in  terms  of: 

(a)  Age,  by  cohort,  e.g.  10-15, 15-20, 
20-30; 

(b)  Racial/ethnic  characteristics  (by 
percentages); 

(c)  Gender  (in  percentages); 

(d)  Other  sociodemographic  and 
economic  characteristics  of  the  target 
population; 

(e)  The  substance  abuse  pattern,  by 
type  of  substance(s)  used,  by  method 
(i.e.,  injecting,  inhaling,  ingesting)  and 
estimated  frequency  of  use;  and 

(f)  Incidence  of  FUV  infection,  AIDS, 
sexually  transmitted  diseases,  TB  and 
other  morbidity  indicators,  by  type. 

C  Goals  and  Objectives 

Identify  the  goals  and  specific 
objectives  for  die  proposed  outreach 
and  intervention  project.  These  goals 
and  objectives  must  match  those 
described  in  this  RFA  on  page  1, 

Purpose  and  Goals.  The  project’s  goals 
and  objectives  should  also  directly 
relate  to  the  needs  identified  in  Section 
B.  Whenever  possible,  objectives  should 
be  quantitative,  and  included  in  the 
project  evaluation  plan  (Section  E). 

D.  Approaches  and  Methods 

1.  Discuss  in  detail  the  approaches/ 
methods  for  carrying  out  the  goals  and 
objectives  of  the  proposed  project.  It  is 
strongly  suggested  that  the  approach 
build  upon  models  developed  through 
the  NADR  projects.  Manuals  describing 
three  of  these  models  and  step  by  step 
methods  to  replicate  them  are  available 
from  NIDA  (see  Appendix  A).  These 
models  may  be  adapted  to  reflect  local 
needs/conditions  or  to  incorporate  new 
findings. 

2.  Regardless  of  the  model  proposed, 
the  approaches  and  methods  must 
include  a  plan  to  develop  a 
comprehensive  community  resource 
network  that  integrates  the  applicant's 
outreach,  counseling  and  treatment 


*  May  be  presented  in  chart  form. 


related  activities  with  other  community 
resources.  Network  membership  should 
include:  addiction  treatment  programs; 
medical  care  facilities;  STD  clinics; 
social  services  agencies;  runaway  and 
homeless  youth  centers;  and  other 
community  organizations  in  the  target 
area.  The  applicant  must  indicate  how 
the  services  oKered  will  be  integrated  to 
achieve  project  goals  and  objectives. 
Particular  emphasis  should  be  placed  on 
linkage  with  agencies  for  services  not 
provided  by  the  subapplicant. 

The  plan  must  include: 

(a)  A  brief  description  of  the  medical 
care  facilities,  STD  clinics,  social 
services  agencies,  and  community 
organizations  and  their  services  that 
will  participate  in  the  proposed  project. 

(b)  For  each  of  these  participating 
organizations,  please  provide  a 
description  of:  the  program’s  mission 
and  treatment/operating  philosophy;  the 
service /treatment  modality;  facilities 
and  treatment  capacity;  staff  and 
equipment  in  Appendix  2,  Document  7. 

(c)  Indicate  how  each  agency  will 
participate  and  the  level  of 
participation,  e.g..  Treatment  Agency, 

Inc.  will  make  three  residential  and  two 
outpatient  treatment  slots  available  for 
each  year  of  the  project. 

(d)  Cooperative  agreements  or  letters 
of  intent  for  each  agency  and 
organization  identified  above 
(documenting  referral  relationships, 
shared  services,  consultation/liaison 
relationships,  training,  etc.)  must  be 
submitted  in  Appendix  3  and  clearly 
identified  in  the  text. 

(e)  Discuss  how  referrals  to  medicaid 
agencies  will  be  handled  and  plans  to 
obtain  information  about  eligibility  and 
covered  primary  care  services  dealing 
with  HIV  infection,  TB,  and  STDs, 
substance  abuse,  and  other  health 
needs. 

In  the  following  sections,  the 
applicant  must  indicate  how  the 
methods  proposed  to  carry  out  the 
objectives  match  the  unique  needs  of  the 
targeted  communities  and 
subpopulations. 

applications  must  address  the 
following  components: 

3.  Outreach  and  Counseling 

Outreach  must  occur  in  a  variety  of 
settings  in  order  to  reduce  high  risk 
behaviors — i.e.,  injecting  drugs,  other 
substance  abuse,  needle  sharing  or 
sharing  of  injection  paraphernalia, 
unprotected  sex,  and  sex  with  multiple 
partners.  Describe  the  proposed 
interventions  and  alternatives  to  reach 
and  educate  high  risk  individuals, 
reinforce  adoption  of  risk  reduction 
measures,  and  facilitate  participation  in 
substance  abuse  treatment.  Proposed 


methods  for  contact  and  follow-up  may 
be  enhanced  by  minimally 
compensating  individuals  in  the  target 
groups  for  their  time  and  effort. 

Outreach  efforts  must  include  the 
following  steps  (Note-depending  on  the 
model  used  these  may  vary  somewhat  in 
approach): 

(a)  Conduct  surveys  of  geographic 
target  areas — ^must  be  described  and 
structured  to: 

I.  Identify — social  networks  of 
substance  abusers  and  the  sites  where 
they  congregate  (e.g.,  copping  areas, 
shooting  galleries,  hangouts)  or 
periodically  appear  (emergency  rooms, 
social  service  agencies,  courts,  jails, 
parole/probation  offlces)  and  novel 
ways  of  reaching  less  visible 
populations  which  may  not  follow 
traditional  drug  abuse  patterns;  and 

II.  Assess — patterns  of  substance 
abuse,  needle  sharing  and  other  risk 
factors /behaviors  (sexual  practices, 
etc.)  of  high  risk  substance  abusers  and 
their  contacts.  Describe  proposed 
baseline  measures.  (NIDA  outreach 
models  described  in  Appendix  A 
incorporate  standardized  interview  and 
re-interview  instruments  which  assess 
high  risk  behaviors.  OTI  recommends 
that,  post-award,  grantees  obtain  the 
second-generation  versions  of  these 
instruments  from  the  OTI  evaluation 
contact  listed  under  the  Contacts  for 
Fxirther  Information  section  of  this  RFA.) 

(b)  Select,  train  and  supervise 
outreach  workers — ^in  addition  to  how 
these  activities  will  be  conducted,  this 
section  must  address: 

I.  Unique  needs  and  concerns  of  the 
target  populations  and  racial/ethnic 
minority  individuals  in  all  aspects  of 
service  delivery,  giving  appropriate 
attention  to  such  factors  as  cultural 
orientations  and  belief/ value  systems 
relevant  to  the  target  population(s); 

II.  Special  ongoing  education  and 
support  for  outreach  workers  which 
recognizes  the  high  degree  of  stress 
involved  in  working  with  these 
populations;  and 

III.  Role  definition  of  service  workers 
as  health  advisors. 

(c)  Contact,  communicate  and  follow¬ 
up  with  high  risk  substance  abusers, 
their  associates,  and  neighborhood 
residents — must  be  designed  to,  at  a 
minimum: 

I.  Educate  regarding  risk  and 
protection  behaviors; 

II.  Distribute  bleach  and  sterile  water 
with  an  explanation  of  use; 

(Note:  Federal  funds  cannot  be  spent  on 
exchange  of  needles.) 

III.  Distribute  information  on  either 
abstinence  from  sex  or  safe  sex. 
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condoms  may  also  be  distributed  among 
appropriate  populations;  and 

IV.  Provide  information  on  drug 
treatment,  STD  clinics,  TB  and  HIV 
screening  and  treatment  programs. 

(d)  Encourage  entry  into  treatment — 
techniques  must  be  described  in  detail 
and  must  be  designed  to: 

I.  Train  outreach  workers  in 
intervention  and  assessment  techniques 
and  to  encourage  entry  into  treatment 
programs  (see  TREATMENT  section 
below  for  discussion  specific  to  drug 
abuse  treatment) — see  Appendix  A  for 
how  to  obtain  Manuals  on  models  for 
worker  training;  and 

II.  Motivate  substance  abusers  to  seek 
treatment  for  substance  abuse,  HIV,  TB, 
STDs,  and  other  infectious  diseases. 

4.  Treatment 

Recognizing  that  substance  abuse  is  a 
chronic,  relapsing  disorder,  proposed 
drug  abuse  treatment  for  this  population 
must  be  as  comprehensive  as  possible 
and  should  include  provision  of:  Intake 
and  screening;  medical  care;  HIV/AIDS 
counseling;  pharmacotherapeutic 
interventions  where  appropriate;  urine 
testing;  substance  abuse  and 
psychological  counseling;  health 
education  and  prevention;  life  skills 
education;  educational  training  and 
remediation;  other  support  services — 
transportation,  child  care,  social  and 
recreational  activities;  and  ongoing 
intervention  and  treatment.  Other 
medical  treatment  must  also  be 
provided  in  an  environment  which  is 
sensitive  to  the  special  needs  of  this 
population  or  case  managed 
appropriately.  (See  Appendix  C,  OTI 
Comprehensive  Treatment  Model.) 

This  section  must  describe: 

(a)  How  the  program  plans  to  get 
substance  abusers  into  the  appropriate 
programs  based  on  an  assessment  of 
most  likely  participation  and  needs — if  a 
treatment  program  is  the  sub-applicant, 
discuss  placement  in  treatment 
programs  other  than  that  of  the  sub¬ 
applicant  organization; 

(b)  How  sub-applicants  which  are 
treatment  programs  propose  testing  for 
presence  of  HIV  or  other  infectious 
diseases — alternative  medical  test  sites 
in  the  area  should  be  identified  along 
with  other  resources  available  for 
testing  and  treatment; 

(c)  How  non-sub-applicant  treatment 
programs  (as  identified  in  the  discussion 
of  community  resources  network  above) 
will  receive  patient  referrals  and  how/ 
where  testing,  counseling  and  treatment 
for  HIV  or  other  infectious  disease 
testing  will  take  place  (give  the  present 
number/rate  of  HIV  positive  patients 
participating  in  the  treatment  program); 
and 


(d)  How  sexual  contacts  of  high  risk 
substance  abusers  will  be  informed 
when  substance  abusers  test  positive  for 
HIV,  STDs  or  TB  or  why  they  will  not  be 
informed — identify  State  regulations 
concerning  compulsory  reporting  or 
confidentiality  that  may  complicate  the 
process  of  contacting  and  assessing  the 
target  population(s). 

5.  Estimated  Contacts,  Interviews,  and 
Interventions 

Based  on  the  proposed  staffing 
patterns  and  procedures,  estimate  the 
number  of  high  risk  substance  abusers 
and  their  sexual  contacts  that  will  be: 

(a)  Interviewed  per  month  when  the 
program  is  fully  operative— differentiate 
between  initial  interviews  and  ongoing 
contacts; 

(b)  Tested  for  HIV,  TB,  STDs,  etc.; 

(c)  Persuaded  to  undergo  the  planned 
risk  reduction  counseling/education 
intervention; 

(d)  Re-interviewed  to  obtain  self- 
report  measures  of  behavioral  change; 
and 

(e)  Enrolled  and  participating  in 
treatment. 

These  estimates  will  form  the  basis 
for  the  process  evaluation,  cost 
estimates,  and  program  monitoring. 

E.  Evaluation  Plan 

Sub-applicants  must  submit  an 
evaluation  plan  for  the  proposed 
projects  which,  at  a  minimum,  must 
address  both  process  and  outcome 
evaluation. 

Process  Evaluation 

The  proposed  processes  evaluation 
should  involve  the  meticulous  collection 
of  programmatically  relevant  documents 
and  precise  description  of  data  on 
programmatic  activities.  At  a  minimum, 
the  process  evaluation  will  include: 

•  Collecting  data  on  the  number  of 
high  risk  individuals: 

(1)  Contacted  by  program  staff  who 
are  not  presently  in  substance  abuse 
treatment  and  their  sex  partners: 

(2)  Interviewed  at  base-line; 

(3)  Tested  and  counseled  for  HIV; 

(4)  Referred,  tested  and  treated  for  TB 
and  STDs  or  other  infectious  diseases; 

(5)  Educated  and  counseled  about 
risk-reduction;  and 

(6)  Interviewed  in  follow-ups. 

•  Collecting,  describing,  and 
analyzing  narrative  data  including: 

(1)  Position  descriptions; 

(2)  Management  structure,  both 
internal  and  external  (i.e.,  as  it  relates  to 
other  community  resources); 

(3)  Activity  logs  for  outreach  workers, 
interviewers,  and  counselors; 

(4)  Intervention  manual(s); 


(5)  Documentation  of  testing 
procedure(s)  for  relevant  infectious 
diseases;  and 

(6)  Documentation  of  linkage  with 
community  treatment  resources. 

•  Describing,  in  narrative  form: 

(1)  Problems  encountered  and 
overcome: 

(2)  Problems  encountered  but  not 
overcome;  and 

(3)  Serendipitous  enhancements 
added  to  achieve  program  goals. 

•  Continuing  assessment  of  any  other 
factors  (e.g.,  emergence  of  new  program, 
media  or  direct  outreach,  emergence  of 
new  substance  use  patterns)  that  are 
brought  to  bear  on  the  target  population 
during  the  project  period. 

To  assist  grantees  with  this  portion  of 
the  evaluation,  OTI  will  supply  (upon 
request  and  post-award)  a  model  of 
types  of  information  and  data  collection 
activities  which  might  be  useful.  While 
OTI  will  encourage  the  use  of  this 
model,  its  use  is  not  mandatory. 
Applicants  proposing  to  use  an 
alternative  model  may  describe  the 
model  and  indicate  why  it  is  more 
appropriate  to  their  project. 

Outcome  Evaluation 

The  applicant’s  plan  for  a  project 
evaluation  should  be  consonant  with 
and  directly  address  at  least  the 
following  major  outcome  measures — 
number(s)  of  high  risk  individuals: 

•  Tested  for  HIV/STDs/TB; 

•  Receiving  treatment  for  identified 
diseases;  and 

•  Contacted  who  are  nbt  currently  in 
substance  abuse  treatment  and  their  sex 
partners  who  subsequently  enter  and 
are  retained  in  such  treatment. 

Outcome  evaluation  for  individuals 
should  include  (minimally)  base-line  and 
follow-up  interviews  with  a  randomly 
drawn  sample  of  an  appropriately  sized 
group  of  high  risk  individuals  contacted 
for  each  month  of  program  operation.  In 
previous  NIDA  studies,  grantees 
conducted  follow-up  interviews  to 
obtain  self-reports  of  behavior  change  6 
months  after  the  initial  contact  and 
behavioral  intervention.  Applicants 
should  use  this  follow-up  model. 
However,  should  further  analysis  of  the 
NIDA  data  sets  indicate  that  an  altered 
time  frame  (longer  or  shorter)  is  more 
informative,  grantees  may  be  asked  to 
bring  their  procedures  into  line  with 
these  updated  findings.  Data  from  these 
interviews  must  be  included  in  the 
grantee’s  quarterly  progress  report. 

Cost  Estimates 

Each  sub-applicant  should  address 
how  the  proposed  evaluation  plan  will 
provide  an  estimate  of  the  costs  per 
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individual  contacted  and  interviewed, 
etc.  A  State  may  propose  a  common 
evaluation  and  cost  estimate  for  all  its 
sub-applicants  if  it  has  a  developed 
methodology  as  part  of  a  Statewide 
Treatment  Man. 

National  Evaluation 

Under  the  terms  of  section  509G(a)(2), 
OTI  is  required  to  evaluate  the  projects 
funded  under  this  RFA.  This  evaluation 
will  be  specific  to  the  overall  program 
goals  and  will  also  concatenate  with 
OTI's  National  Treatment  Improvement 
Evaluation  Study  (NTIES)  and  with  any 
instruments  developed  through  NTIES. 
All  instruments  for  this  AIDS  Outreach 
Program  evaluation  will  be  cleared  by 
OMB  prior  to  the  initiation  of  evaluation 
activities.  In  addition,  under  its  statutory 
authorization  for  NTIES,  section 
509G(b)7  of  the  Public  Health  Services 
Act,  OTI  is  required  to  evaluate  the 
impact  of  its  program  on  individuals  and 
communities.  See  Appendix  B  for 
additional  information  on  the  national 
evaluation. 

Applicants  and  sub-applicants  should 
budget  for  the  attendance  of  the  Project 
Director  at  one  three  day  meeting  per 
year  in  the  Washington,  DC  area  to 
review  the  status  of  the  national 
evaluation  and  its  intersection  with  their 
local  evaluation  efforts. 

F.  Confidentiality  Requirements 

Applicants  should  describe 
procedures  used  to  ensure 
confidentiality  and  protection  of 
individuals  who  are  contacted  and 
interviewed.  Awardees  must  agree  to 
maintain  the  confidentiality  of  alcohol 
and  substance  abuse  patient  data  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations 
governing,  “Confidentiality  of  Alcohol 
and  Drug  Abuse  Patient  Records,"  (42 
CFR  part  2).  Potential  problems  and 
conflicts  between  confidentiality 
regulations  and  State  and  local  reporting 
requirements,  and  ethical  obligations  to 
contact  intimates  at  risk  should  also  be 
discussed. 

G.  Project  Staffing,  Management  and 
Organization 

1.  Background  of  the  Applicant 
Organization 

Describe  the  activities  and  structure 
of  the  sub-applicant  organization. 

a.  If  the  sub-applicant  is  an  addiction 
treatment  agency,  describe:  (1)  The 
mission  of  Ae  agency;  (2)  The  present 
treatment  program — staffing,  modalities, 
and  settings  for  treatment  service 
delivery,  include  data  on  capacity  and 
utilization  for  each  treatment  modality 
and  the  number  of  persons  in  treatment 
by  sociodemographic  characteristics. 


Describe  what  resources  exist  to  test  for 
and  treat  the  infectious  diseases  of 
concern,  either  directly  or  by  referral  to 
a  cooperating  agency. 

b.  If  other  than  a  substance  abuse 
treatment  program,  describe  the  present 
activities  of  your  organization  and  stafi 
capabilities.  Provide  similar  data  on  the 
services  offered  and  characteristics  of 
the  client  population. 

2.  Organizational  Structure 

Provide  a  narrative  description  and  an 
organizational  chart  clearly  indicating 
the  sub-applicant’s  organizational 
structure,  which  shows  how  the 
proposed  project  relates  to  the  overall 
structure  of  the  organization  and  the 
various  program  components. 

The  following  items  must  be  included: 

(1)  Lines  of  authority— clearly 
illustrated  in  the  organizational  chart 
and  showing  the  relationship  between 
the  project,  its  components,  the  parent 
agency,  and  the  reporting  relationship 
for  the  Project  Director; 

(2)  Differentiation  of  each  site  and/or 
program  in  terms  of  target  population(s). 
geographic  area(s]  served,  and  other 
particulars; 

(3)  Evidence  of  coordination  among  all 
program  components; 

(4)  Delineation  of  linkages  between 
components  of  the  project  with  other 
alcohol,  drug,  health,  mental  health, 
education,  and  public  service  agencies 
in  the  community  (which  should 
correspond  to  the  community  resources 
network). 

(5)  If  a  multi-site  project  applies  or 
apphcation  is  made  on  behalf  of  more 
than  one  program  within  the  same 
organization  (e.g.,  distinct  geographic 
service  areas),  the  lines  of  authority  and 
responsibility  must  be  clearly  identified. 

(6)  If  the  sub-applicant  currently 
provides  outreach  services  for  either 
IDUs  or  any  other  high  risk  subgroup, 
clearly  distinguish  between  what 
activities  are  presently  provided  and 
how  the  proposed  program  will  expand 
current  services. 

(Note:  The  Maintenance  of  Effort 
restrictions  outlined  above) 

3.  Organizational  Capacity 

Provide  evidence  that  the  organization 
is  capable  of  implementing  the  proposed 
project.  Applicants  should  provide 
evidence  of  experience  in  similar  or 
relevant  activities,  or  expertise  in 
service  delivery  and  evaluation,  and 
experience  in  developing  and  effectively 
using  inter-organizational  agreements, 
and  other  indications  of  capability 
implicit  in  this  RFA. 


4.  Staff  Recruitment,  Selection,  Training 

In  the  narrative  list  each  position 
included  in  the  budget,  showing  in 
which  of  the  separate  components  and 
sites,  or  both,  the  position  is  located. 
Identify  whether  the  position  will  be 
occupied  by  an  existing  staff  member  or 
someone  to  be  hired  after  the  award.  Job 
descriptions  must  be  submitted,  in 
Appendix  4,  for  each  key  position  (e.g., 
management,  supervisors,  outreach 
workers,  interventionists,  etc.)  at  each 
site,  and  should  include:  job  title, 
responsibilities,  supervisory 
relationships,  education,  and 
qualifications.  Only  one  job  description 
is  needed  for  identical  positions.  For 
each  position,  indicate  the  percentage  of 
time  each  incumbent  will  devote  to  the 
project  and  indicate  which  positions 
require  new  hiring.  Provide 
documentation  to  assure  that  staff 
assigned  to  the  project  will  be  available 
for  the  amount  of  time  required. 

For  existing  staff,  highlight  experience 
and/or  training  pertinent  to  the 
proposed  project.  Include  in  Appendix  4 
short  biographical  sketches  for  all  key 
management  positions  in  the  agency 
who  will  have  responsibility  for  the 
project,  describing  those 
responsibilities,  and  for  all  staff  who 
will  be  assigned  to  this  project. 

The  narrative  must  include  a  brief 
description  of  procedures  for  staff 
recruitment,  selection  and  training,  and 
whether  any  particular  mix  of 
background,  skills,  gender,  and/or  race/ 
ethnicity  is  proposed.  As  noted 
elsewhere,  the  manuals  developed  by 
several  NIDA  funded  NADR  research 
demonstration  projects  are  available 
from  NIDA  and  describe  these  processes 
in  detail. 

H.  Budget,  Budget  Justification,  and 
.  Existing  Resources 

Using  the  budget  summary  form  SF- 
424A,  provide  budget  breakouts  and 
sub-totals  for  the  proposed  project. 
Indicate,  at  the  beginning  of  the 
narrative  portion  of  Section  H,  the 
increased  activities  that  are  expected  to 
occur  if  the  project  is  implemented.  It  is 
very  important  that  the  budget  summary 
form  SF-424A  and  the  budget  narrative 
in  Section  H  provide  a  clear  picture  of 
how  resources  will  be  utilized  to 
conduct  the  proposed  project. 

The  budget  must  include  a  separate 
component  for  costs  associated  with  the 
proposed  evaluation.  Describe  and 
justify  costs  associated  with  computer 
equipment  and  personnel  involved  in 
data  collection. 
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Meeting  Participation 

Funds  should  be  requested  for  at  least 
one  representative  from  each  sub¬ 
applicant  agency  to  attend  one  national 
technical  assistance  meeting  per  grant 
year,  location  to  be  determined.  Each 
technical  assistance  meeting  will 
average  three  days  in  duration. 

Describe  the  facilities,  equipment, 
financial  and  other  resources  presently 
available  to  carry  out  the  project. 

Include  any  plans  for  acquiring  funding 
after  Federal  seed  money  has  expired. 

Other  Hnancial  resources  available 
for  the  project  and/or  program  must  be 
described  in  Appendix  5  and  should  be 
labeled  “Other  Financial  Support”. 

Other  Financial  Support  refers  to  all 
current  or  pending  support  related  to  the 
provision  of  outreach  activities  to  the 
target  population  described  in  the 
application.  The  description  should  be 
provided  in  Appendix  5  using  a  form 
and  narrative  identical  to  those  used  to 
describe  resources  needed  for  the 
requested  outreach  project. 

For  the  primary  organization  and  key 
organizations  that  are  collaborating  on 
the  proposed  project,  list  all  currently 
active  support  and  any  applications  or 
proposals  pending  review  or  funding 
that  relate  to  the  proposed  project.  If 
none,  state  none. 

For  all  active  and  pending  support  for 
outreach  activities  listed,  also  provide 
the  following  information: 

1.  Source  of  support:  include 
identifying  number  and  title. 

2.  Project  period  dates. 

3.  Annual  direct  costs  supported/ 
requested. 

4.  Brief  description  of  the  project. 

5.  justification  of  the  nature  and 
extent  of  any  programmatic  and/or 
budgetary  overlaps  with  the  proposed 
project. 

Applicants  must  provide  full  and 
reliable  information  regarding  pending 
support  and  understand  that  serious 
consequences  may  result  if  failure  to 
provide  complete  and  accurate 
information  is  construed  as  misleading 
to  PHS.  The  authorized  representative  of 
the  applicant  organization,  upon  signing 
the  face  sheet,  certihes  that  the 
information  in  the  application  is 
accurate  and  complete. 

1.  Checklist  (See  PHS  5161-1  for 
Required  Items) 

The  individual  responsible  for 
carrying  out  the  proposed  project. 
Program  Director  (SF  424  Face  Page), 
must  be  the  same  individual  designated 
in  the  last  item  of  the  checklist  in  form 
PHS-5161/1. 


).  Appendices 

Appendix  I— Primary  Documentation 

Document  1 

Proposals  from  communities  where 
there  has  been  ongoing  HIV 
seroprevalence  measurement  for  at  least 
the  past  3  years  (i.e.,  1989, 1990, 1991) 
must  document: 

(1)  Agency(ies)  conducting  ongoing 
studies; 

(2)  Funding  source(s); 

(3)  Populations  being  studied; 

(4)  Sites  for  data  collection  (identify 
CDC  Sentinel  Hospitals),  and 

(5)  Data  for  each  of  the  three  years  in 
tabular  form. 

Document  2 

Single  State  Agency  certification  of 
inclusion  of  sub-applicant  proposals. 

Appendix  ii — Other  Important 
Documents 

Document  3 

State  assurance  of  rapid  award  of 
funds  post-award. 

Document  4 

Letter  certifying  consistency  with 
State  alcohol  and  drug  and  HIV/AIDS 
prevention  and  treatment  plans. 

Document  5 

State  certification  of  the  availability 
of  non-Federal  matching  funds  (if  any). 

Document  6 

Letter  from  the  Single  State  Agency 
which  certihes  that  Federal  funds  will 
not  be  used  to  supplant  or  replace  funds 
already  budgeted  for  proposed  projects. 

Document  7 

Description  of  services  provided  by 
each  community  agency /program 
participating  in  the  Community 
Resource  Network. 

Appendix  III— Collaborative 
Agreements  and  Support  Letters 

Appendix  IV— Resumes  and  Job 
Descriptions 

Appendix  V— Other  Financial  Support 

Appendices  may  be  attached  for 
technical  or  specialized  materials  or 
letters  of  support,  but  should  not  be 
used  merely  to  extend  the  narrative.  The 
Appendices  must  be  clearly  numbered 
and  labelled,  must  not  exceed  50  pages, 
and  the  total  number  of  application 
pages,  including  the  Appendices,  must 
have  continuous  numbering. 


Review  Process 

Applicants  must  submit  complete 
applications.  Upon  receipt,  applications 
that  are  determined  to  be  incomplete, 
non-responsive  to  this  announcement,  or 
non-conforming  (e.g.,  exceed  page  limits, 
insufficient  detail,  do  not  meet  the 
Eligibility  Criteria)  may  be  returned. 

Applications  determined  to  be 
responsive  to  this  RFA  will  be  reviewed 
for  technical  merit  in  accordance  with 
the  PHS  and  ADAMHA  policies  for 
objective  review  by  initial  review 
group(s)  (IRGs)  comprised  of  primarily 
non-Federal  experts  in  fields  relevant  to 
the  subject  of  this  announcement. 
Notification  of  the  review  outcome  in 
the  form  of  Summary  Statements  will  be 
prepared  and  sent  to  the  State  and  sub¬ 
applicant  following  the  completion  of 
the  technical  merit  review. 

Review  Criteria 

Each  project  recommended  for 
approval  by  the  IRC  will  be  rated 
individually  by  each  member  of  the  IRC. 
The  priority  rating  is  based  on  an 
assessment  of  how  well  an  application 
measures  up  to  an  ideal  standard  of 
merit  and  not  how  it  compares  with 
other  applications.  Criteria  for  technical 
merit  of  individual  proposals  submitted 
under  this  program  will  be  as  follows; 

1.  Proof  of  Need 

•  Extent  to  which  numbers  of  IDUs 
and  other  high  risk  substance  abusers  in 
the  target  area  exceed  existing  capacity 
for  outreach  in  that  target  area. 

•  Evidence  that  the  target  population 
is  vulnerable  to  spread  of  HIV,  STDs,  TB 
in  absence  of  effective  outreach. 

2.  Relevance/ Adequacy  of  Program 
Design 

•  Appropriateness  and  effectiveness 
of  proposed  approach  to  grant  program 
goals  and  extent  to  which  approach 
builds  on  previous  findings  from 
outreach/intervention  efforts  funded  by 
NIDA  and  other  agencies. 

•  Extent  to  which  program  goals  are 
achievable  and  realistic. 

•  Extent  to  which  proposed  outreach 
and  behavioral  modification  activities, 
together  with  existing  services,  are 
likely  to  contribute  to  an  increase  in 
numbers  of  patients  seeking  treatment 
and/or  a  decrease  in  the  spread  of  HIV, 
STDs,  and  TB  among  the  target 
population  and  their  contacts. 

•  Relevance  and  sensitivity  of 
proposed  program  and  staff  to  age, 
gender,  and  ethnic/racial/cultural 
factors  of  the  target  population. 
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3.  Resources  and  Management 

•  Evidence  of  coordination  with  and 
commitment  from  substance  abuse 
treatment,  criminal  justice,  health, 
welfare,  and  community  service 
providers. 

•  Evidence  of  organizational 
capability  and  adequate  facilities. 

•  Logic  and  feasibility  of  the 
management  plan,  including  the 
predicted  or  estimated  numbers  of  high 
risk  individuals  who  will  be  contacted 
and  affected  by  the  project 

•  Qualifications/experience  of  the 
proposed  project  director,  consultants 
and  staff;  adequacy  of  the  stafHng  plan. 

•  Evidence  of  successful  previous 
experience  of  the  agency  in  outreach  or 
in  providing  rervices  to  substance 
abusers. 

4.  Budget 

•  Reasonableness/appropriateness  of 
budget  breakouts. 

•  Clear  and  reasonable  justiHcation 
for  each  line  item  in  the  outreach, 
behavioral  modification,  evaluation,  and 
program  management  components. 

5.  Program  Evaluation 

•  Clarity/feasibility /appropriateness 
of  proposed  process  evaluation  design 
and  methodology. 

•  Extent  to  wUch  there  is  ongoing 
collection  of  incidence  and  prevalence 
data  for  HTV,  STDs,  and  TB  among  the 
target  population. 

•  Extent  to  which  proposed  staff 
demonstrate  evaluation  expertise. 

Award  Criteria  and  Process 

Individual  sub-applicants  will  be 
considered  for  fundLog  primarily  on  the 
basis  of  overall  technical  merit  of  the 
project  as  determined  by  objective 
review.  Other  criteria  utilized  to  make 
final  award  decisions  will  include: 

(1)  Extent  to  which  there  has  been 
ongoing  HTV  seroprevalence 
measurement  for  at  least  the  past  3 
years  (i.e.,  1989, 1990, 1991). 

(2)  Reasonable  geographic  distribution 
of  awards  throughout  the  United  states. 

(3)  Extent  to  which  services /outreach 
are  directed  toward  the  target 
populations  referenced  in  this  RFA. 

(4)  Extent  to  which  the  proposed 
project  will  receive  matching  funds  fi'om 
State  or  sub-state  agencies  or  other  non- 
Federal  (private  or  public)sources. 

(5)  Need  as  demonstrated  through 
CDS’s  AIDS  and  TB  incidence  data, 
DAWN  and  DUF  statistics,  and  other 
available  indicators  of  morbidity  and 
mortality. 

(6)  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
project  is  consistent  with  existing  State¬ 
wide  Treatment  and  Prevention  Plans. 

(7)  Availability  of  funds. 


(8)  Extent  of  State  assurance  that 
funds  will  be  rapidly  awarded  to  sub¬ 
recipients  following  the  State's  receipt 
of  an  award. 

Given  the  limited  level  of  funding 
available,  it  is  highly  unlikely  that  all 
projects  approved  by  the  IRG  will 
receive  awards.  If  selected  for  an 
award,  a  State  will  receive  a  Notice  of 
Grant  Award  specifying  which  projects 
are  being  funded,  and  the  State  will  be 
responsible  for  notifying  individual 
programs. 

Terms  and  Conditions  of  Support 

States  may  use  grant  funds  only  to 
support  the  particular  projects  for  which 
funding  is  provided  by  OTI.  Awarded 
funds  may  not  be  re-budgeted  among 
projects  by  the  State  without  the  written 
prior  approval  of  the  OTI  Grants 
Management  Officer. 

State  administrative  overhead  costs 
will  be  limited  to  2  percent  of  sub- 
recipient  grant  awards. 

Grant  f^ds  may  be  used  for 
necessary  expenses  clearly  related  to 
the  proposed  projects(s),  including  direct 
costs  which  can  be  specifically 
identified  with  the  project,  together  with 
allowable  indirect  costs  of  the  sub¬ 
applicant  organization. 

Grant  funds  cannot  be  used  to 
supplant  ciirrent  funding  for  existing 
activities,  either  at  the  State  or  the  sub¬ 
applicant  level.  Allowable  items  of 
expenditure  for  which  grant  support 
may  be  requested  incline: 

•  Salaries,  wages,  and  fiinge  benefits 
of  professional  and  other  supporting 
staff  engaged  in  the  project  activities; 

•  Travel  directly  related  to  activities 
under  the  approv^  project; 

•  Supplies,  communications,  and 
rental  of  space  directly  related  to 
approved  project  activities; 

•  Contracts  for  performance  of 
activities  under  the  approved  project; 

•  Other  such  items  necessary  to 
support  project  activities;  and 

•  Alterations  and  renovations.  Costs 
for  alterations  and  renovations  (A&R) 
are  only  allowable  if  necessary  for  the 
success  of  the  program  and  are  subject 
to  the  PHS  Grants  Policy  Statement 
which  requires  that,  “The  amount 
budgeted  or  used  for  A&R  during  three 
consecutive  budget  periods  (whether  or 
not  the  3  years  overlap  two  distinct 
competitive  segments  of  support)  cannot 
exceed  the  lesser  of  $150,000  or  25%  of 
the  total  funds  reasonably  expected  to 
be  awarded  by  PHS  for  direct  costs  for 
such  a  three-year  period.  The  maximum 
amount  of  PHS  grant  funds  that  may  be 
applied  to  any  single  A&R  project  is 
$150,000 — regardless  of  the  number  of 
budget  periods  involved.”  Construction 
costs  are  not  allowed. 


Grants  must  be  administered  in 
accordance  with  the  PHS  Grants  Policy 
Statement  (Rev.  October  1, 1990). 

Federal  regulations  at  Title  45  CFR 
parts  74  and  92,  generic  requirements 
concerning  the  administration  of  grants, 
are  applicable  to  these  awards. 

Application  Receipt  and  Review 
S^edule 


Receipt  date 

Initial  review 

Earliest  start 
date 

July  10, 1972 . 

August  1992 . 

September  30, 

1992. 

Applications  received  after  the  above 
receipt  date  will  not  be  reviewed  and 
will  be  returned  to  the  applicant. 

Contacts  for  Further  Information 

Program/RFA:  Herman  Diesenhaus, 
Ph.D.,  Community  Assistance  Branch 
(301)  443-6549. 

Review  Process:  Majorie  Cashion, 
M.S.W.,  Division  of  Review  (301)  443- 
8923. 

Grants  Management:  Christine  Chen, 
Grants  Management  Branch  (301)  443- 
9665. 

Evaluation:  Charlene  Lewis,  Ph.D., 
Policy  and  Planning  Office  (301)  443- 
5050. 

Correspondence  to  the  above 
individuds  should  be  addressed  to: 
Office  for  Treatment  Improvement, 
Rockwall  IL  10th  Floor,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20857. 

Requests  for  information  about  the 
NIDA  supported  AIDS  Outreach 
Demonstration  Programs  should  be 
directed  toward:  Barry  Brown,  Ph.D., 
Chief,  Commimity  Research  Branch, 
National  Institute  on  Drug  Abuse,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  room  9A-30,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20857,  301/443-6720. 

Appendix  A— Suggested  Program  Designs 
Derived  From  the  Published  Scientific 
Literature  and  Preliminary  Rndings  of  the 
NIDA  National  AIDS  Demonstration 
Research  (NADR)  Program 

Sub-applicants  are  required  to  demonstrate 
familiarity  with  state-of-the-art  practices  in 
the  area  of  outreach  and  behavioral  change 
by  including  a  detailed  description  of  the 
methods  and  approaches  that  will  be  used  to 
reach  the  specified  target  population(s)  of 
high  risk  substance  abusers,  potential 
abusers,  and  sex  partners  of  high  risk 
substance  abusers  who  are  not  currently 
enrolled  in  a  formal  substance  abuse 
program.  It  is  strongly  suggested  that  the 
approach  chosen  should  follow  one  of  three 
models  which  have  proved  to  be  most  useful 
in  the  previously  funded  NIDA  demonstration 
projects  or  one  that  on  the  basis  of  published 
scientific  literature  has  proven  efficacious. 
The  models  differ  in  cost  and  complexity. 
Summaries  of  the  three  models  are  presented 
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here,  while  manuals  describing  eedt  nuxle) 
and  step  by  step  methods  to  replicate  them 
are  available  from:  ^rry  Brown,  Ph.D.,  Chief, 
Community  Research  Branch,  National 
Institute  on  Drug  Abuse,  5600  Fillers  Lane, 
room  gAr-30,  Ro^ville,  Maryland  20857, 301/ 
443-672a 

The  publications  to  request  are: 

Community  Research  Branch.  The  NIDA 
Stand^d  Intervention  Modri  for 
Injection  Drug  Users:  Intervention 
Manual.  National  AIDS  Demonstration 
Research  (NADR)  Program,  National 
Institute  on  Drug  Abuse.  Rockville, 
Maryland.  February,  1962. 

Rhodes,  F.,  GJL  Humfleet,  M.M.  Mowrey,  and 
N.H.  Corby.  AIDS  Intervention  Program 
for  Injection  Drug  Abusers:  Intervention 
Manual.  AIDS  Research  and  Education 
Project  Psychology  Department 
California  State  University,  Long  Beach, 
California.  February.  1992. 

Wiebel,  W.  and  LB.  Levin.  The  Indigenous 
Leader  Outreach  Model:  Intervention 
Manual  AIDS  Outreach  Demonstration 
Project.  School  of  Public  Health, 
University  of  Illinois  at  Chicago, 

Chicago,  Illinois.  February,  1992. 

The  NIDA  Standard  Interventicm  Model 

The  NIDA  Standard  Intervention  Model 
has  been  developed  as  part  of  the  NIDA 
Cooperative  Agreement  Program  for 
Community  Based  Services,  using  experience 
and  Bndings  of  the  National  AIDS 
Demonstration  Research  Program.  The  core 
intervention  consists  of  two  education  and 
coimseling  sessions  that  structurally 
bracket — and  encourage — confidential  HIV 
screening.  The  decision  to  be  tested  is  up  to 
the  individual.  The  theoretical  and  empirical 
basis  for  the  design  of  the  program  is  drawn 
from  the  NADR  program. 

The  standard  program  utilizes  outreach  to 
out-of-treatment  substance  abusers,  their  sex 
partners,  and  people  at  risk  of  injecting  drugs 
and  includes  the  following  elements:  l^ic 
education — including  cmrecting 
misinformation — abrat  HIV  diMase,  HIV 
transmission  routes,  and  blood  screening; 
instilling  a  sense  of  personal  vulnerabihty  to 
the  virus;  and  social  support  for  the  adoptimt 
and  maintenance  of  positive  behavior  change 
and  avoidance  of  sexual  practices  that 
represent  high  risk  for  HIV  infection 
transmission. 

The  standard  program  can  be  delivered  in 
a  variety  of  settings,  such  as  an  addiction 
treatment  center,  primary  health  care  clinic, 
public  health  agency,  storefitmt  offices,  or 
mobile  vans.  Minimal  requirements  include  a 
private,  comfortably  furnished  room  for 
counseling  sessions  and  HTV  testing,  a 
storage  area  for  supplies,  and  a  sink  for 
needle  cleaning.  The  standard  intervention  is 
particultnly  well  suited  to  sites  that  offer  HIV 
screening. 

The  standard  program  includes  two  risk- 
reduction  counseling  sessions,  incorporating 
voluntary  HIV-antibody  pretest  and  post-test 
counseling,  moderate  fear  arousal  appeals 
coupled  with  skills  training  and  self-efficacy 
messages,  and  the  provision  of  materials  and 
social  support  to  enhance  behavioral  change 
and  remove  impediments  in  die  social 
environment. 


Staffing  required  for  the  standard  program 
inchides  a  project  director/field  siqiervisor, 
outreach  workers  (working  in  pairs  for 
safety),  educator/counselors,  and  a 
phlebotomist  or  other  medically  trained 
individual  to  draw  blood  for  HIV  testing. 
Source:  Community  Research  Branch.  The 
NIDA  Standanl  Intervention  Model  for 
Injection  Drug  Users:  Intervention 
Manual.  National  AIDS  Demonstration 
Research  (NADR)  Program,  National 
Institute  on  Drug  Abuse.  Rockville, 
Maryland.  February,  1992. 

The  Health  Education  Model 

The  Long  Beach  AIDS  Research  and 
Education  Project  Commimity  Health 
Outreach  Program  developed  £in  enhanced 
intervention  ^t  supplements  basic  AIDS 
education  and  skills  training  provided  to 
injection  drug  abusers  (IDUs),  non-injection- 
drug-using  female  sex  partners  of  IDUs,  and 
street  youth.  The  theoretical  and  empirical 
basis  for  the  design  of  the  program  is  drawn 
firom  studies  of  the  efficacy  of  brief  individual 
health  counseling  for  IDUs  with  three  key 
elements:  personal  contracting,  behavioral 
skills  training,  and  communication  of 
personal  threat 

The  basic  program  utilizes  street  outreach, 
education,  risk-reductiiHi  counseling,  and 
HIV-antibody  pretest  and  post-test 
counseling  to  modify  drug-related  behaviors 
and  sex  practices  that  place  an  individual  at 
high  risk  for  HIV  infection  transmissioa  A 
customized  mobile  van  is  used  to  facilitate 
the  outreach  efforts  and  to  offer  services  to 
persons  who  do  not  have  ready  access  to  the 
project’s  storefixmt  drop-in  cmiter  office  sites. 
The  enhanced  program  consists  of  HIV 
testing  bracketed  by  two  risk-reduction 
counseling  sessions  plus  two  additional 
counseling  sessions  that  incorporate  high- 
threat  appeals  and  personal-behavior 
contracting  to  influence  compliance  with  HIV 
risk-reduction  recommendations.  The  severe 
consequences  and  personal  relevance  of 
AIDS  are  demmistrated  to  participants 
through  a  videotape  produced  by  the  project 
and  featwing  IDl^  fiom  the  Long  Beach 
community  who  are  in  various  stages  of  HIV 
disease.  Participants  are  assisted  in  defining 
goals  and  developing  behavioral  contracts  ^ 
reducing  their  perso^  HIV  risk,  that  is  for 
changing  their  sexual  and  drug-use  practices. 
Participants  are  encouraged  to  ramiitor  and 
report  progress  in  achieving  these  goals. 

Staffing  of  this  research-focused  pexiject 
included  co-project  directors/field 
siqiervisors,  community  health  outreach 
workers,  an  outreach  follow-up  supervisor, 
part-time  educator/counselors,  a  part-time 
counseling  supervisor,  and  a  part-time 
intervention  appointment  clerk.  The 
educator/counsdors  are  certified  as  HIV 
educators  in  accordance  with  C3XI  guidelines 
through  the  State  of  California  and  County  of 
Los  Angeles. 

Source:  Rhodes,  F.,  G.L  Humfleet,  M.M. 
Mowrey,  and  N Jf.  Corby.  AIDS  Intervention 
Program  for  Injection  Drug  Users: 
Intervention  Manual.  AIDS  Research  and 
Education  Project,  Psychology  Department, 
California  State  University,  Long  Beach, 
California.  February,  1992. 


The  Indigenous  Leader  Outreach  Model 

The  Chicago  AIDS  Outreach 
Demonstration  Project  has  developed  an 
enhanced  intervention  that  supplements 
basic  AIDS  education  and  skills  training 
provided  to  individual  injection  drug  abusers 
(IDUs),  non-injection-drug-using  female  sex 
partners  of  IDUS,  and  other  at-risk  groups 
such  as  street  youths  with  efforts  targeting 
entire  social  networks — i.a.,  people  who  form 
criss-crossing  social  connections  among 
themselves  (such  as  IDUs  who  regularly  buy 
and  use  drugs  together).  The  theoretical  and 
empirical  basis  for  the  design  of  the  program 
is  the  multi-method  approach  combining  the 
basic  principles  of  commimity  ethnography 
with  medical  and  drug  abuse  epidemiology. 
The  program  uses  street  outreach  by 
indigenous  field  staff  who  are  peer  leaders 
(role  models)  among  the  targeted  social 
netwoik  and  who  take  HIV  intervention 
efforts  to  those  at  risk  within  their  respective 
communities  (e.g.,  housing  projects,  parks, 
prostitution  strolls).  Outreach  woriiers 
customize  the  intervention  for  each 
specifically  targeted  social  networic  based  on 
ethnographic  observatkm  and  the 
epidemiology  of  the  disease  in  that  network. 

Though  the  emphasis  is  street  outreach  and 
education,  die  program  also  offers  more 
formal  education,  risk-reduction  counseling, 
and  HIV-antibody  pretest  and  post-test 
counseling,  eidier  at  the  field  office  or 
affiliated  sites.  Participants  are  assisted  in 
obtaining  needed  social  and  medical  services 
from  affiliated  agencies  as  well  as  referrals  to 
substance  abuse  formal  treatment  or  12  step 
groiqis.  Regularly  scheduled  peer  support 
groups  can  be  held  in  natural  settings  or  the 
field  statkms.  Outreach  woricers  may  co- 
facilitate^  but  do  not  lead  these  groups. 

Staffing  required  is  a  program  director/ 
outreadi  supervisor  and  teams  of  “quabfied” 
indigenous  outreach  workers.  The  outreach 
workers  are  assigned  to  woric  in  teams  of 
two— with  die  preferred  composition  as  one 
male,  one  female  or.  less  desirable  but  still 
effective,  two  males.  Each  team  can  cover  up 
to  five  distinct  social  networks  and  offer 
ongoing  intervention  services  to  1,000 
individuals  annually. 

Source:  Wiebel  W.  and  L  R  Levin.  The 
Indigenous  Leader  Outreach  Model: 
Interventicm  Manual.  AIDS  Outreach 
Demonstration  Project.  Schoid  of  Public 
Health,  University  of  Illinois  at  Chicago, 
Chicago,  Illinois.  February,  1992. 

Suggested  Common  Program  Elements 
Derived  From  the  Preliminary  Findings  of  the 
NIDA  National  AIDS  Demonstration  (NADR) 
Program 

Although  the  models  differ  in  their 
theoretical  approach,  cost,  and  staffing 
patterns,  there  are  a  number  of 
commonalities  that  have  been  observed, 
which  need  be  addressed  regardless  of  which 
model  is  dosen.  Apidicants  that  do  not 
choose  any  ot  the  NADR  models  roust  be 
certam  to  describe  how  their  approach 
incorporates  these  common  program 
elements  or  justify  why  they  do  not: 
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Outreach 

•  Outreach  workers  should  be  people 
indigenous  to  the  community  being  served 
(typically  recovering  abusers — stable 
recovery  of  at  least  a  year  or  more]  who  are 
known  to  the  target  community,  are  viewed 
as  responsible,  and  are  respected  by  that 
group. 

•  Outreach  workers  are  expected  to  be 
supervised  by  professional  staff  on  a  regular 
and  structured  schedule. 

•  Outreach  should  be  conducted  in 
“copping  areas,”  hospital  emergency  rooms, 
criminal  justice  settings  (lockups,  jails, 
probation  ofnces)  to  locate  injecting  and 
other  high  risk  substance  abusers.  However, 
based  on  work  done  in  San  Francisco,  only 
about  half  of  the  IDUs  not  in  treatment  would 
be  identified  and  contacted  if  efforts  were 
limited  to  the  areas  and  sites  mentioned. 

Some  attention  directed  to  reaching  these 
more  hidden  high  risk  substance  abusers 
would  be  desirable. 

•  Outreach  workers  should  engage  high 
risk  substance  abusers  in  conversation 
regarding  health,  risk,  and  risk  avoidance  and 
should  proceed  at  a  pace  suited  to  the  needs 
and  functioning  of  the  individuals. 

•  Outreach  workers  should  provide 
materials  designed  to  reduce  the  risk  of  AIDS 
to  the  individual  and  to  the  individual’s  sex 
partners.  Those  materials  should  include 
bleach,  and  literature  designed  to  clarify  and 
encourage  the  use  of  those  items  and  the 
taking  of  appropriate  precautions  and  could 
include  condoms.  Outreach  workers  should 
provide  specific  information  about  AIDS 
transmission  and  support  for  risk  reduction 
behaviors. 

•  Outreach  workers  may  leave  materials, 
i.e.,  bleach  and  condoms,  with  responsible 
individuals  in  the  community  who  can  make 
them  available  to  clients.  Those  people  may 
include  carefully  chosen  shop  owners, 
bartenders,  etc. 

•  Outreach  efforts  directed  at  sex  partners 
of  substance  abusers  should  be  conducted  in 
places  within  the  commimity  which  people 
frequent  including  housing  authorities,  beauty 
parlors,  laundromats,  social  services 
agencies,  STD  clinics,  health  service 
agencies,  etc. 

Referral  for  Services 

•  Outreach  workers  should  have  available 
a  list  of  referral  sources  and  be  able  to  refer 
substance  abusers  to  social  and  health 
services  as  needed.  Of  particular  importance, 
outreach  workers  should  know  the  locations 
of  HIV/ AIDS  and  addictions  diagnosis  and 
treatment  services,  the  availability  of 
treatment  for  the  target  populations,  and  the 
persons  to  contact  for  treatment  services. 
Whenever  possible,  there  should  be  an 
affiliation  agreement  specifying  the 
mechanism  for  referrals. 
Counseling/Education  Interventions 

•  Outreach  workers  may  sponsor  risk 
reduction  programs  or  may  refer  individuals 
to  counseling  staffs  to  provide  risk  reduction 
efforts  and  offer  HIV  testing. 

•  Where  outreach  workers  provide  the 
intervention,  they  will  be  expected  to  be 
continuously  available  to  street  networks 
with  a  view  toward  modifying  the  group’s 
understanding  of  the  disease,  providing 


knowledge  regarding  the  availablity  and 
utility  of  treatment,  and  suggesting  additional 
strategies  individuals  can  undertake  to  limit 
risk. 

•  Whether  seen  by  outreach  workers 
alone,  or  by  specially  designated  counseling 
staffs,  individuals  should  be  referred  for 
individual  or  group  sessions  specific  to  the 
demonstration  of  use  of  bleach,  the 
demonstration  of  use  of  condoms,  and  the 
play-back  by  the  individuals  to  make  certain 
of  understanding  and  ability.  The  counseling 
sessions  should  include  additional  discussion 
of  AIDS  transmission,  types  of  risky 
behaviors,  issues  regarding  intimates,  and  on¬ 
site  HIV  testing.  A  list  of  referral  sources  may 
also  be  provided,  including  substance  abuse 
treatment,  health  and  social  service  agencies 
as  appropriate. 

•  Individual  pre-  and  post-HIV  test 
counseling  must  be  offered  all  clients  who 
accept  HIV  testing.  Post-test  counseling 
involves  the  interpretation  of  test  results, 
discussion  of  the  meaning  of  that  individual’s 
testing  findings  (positive  or  negative],  further 
precautions  to  be  taken,  and  a  repeat  of  any 
portion  of  the  pre-test  counseling  and  referral 
sources  that  appear  appropriate. 

•  Individual  or  group  counseling  may 
involve  the  use  of  storefront  facilities,  vans, 
or  other  settings  located  in  substance 
abusers’  own  communities. 

•  Individual  or  group  counseling  may 
involve  the  following  activities  in  a  series  of 
up  to  five  sessions: 

(a]  Have  each  individual  evaluate  his/her 
own  level  of  risk; 

(b]  Have  each  individual  determine  what 
he/she  needs  to  do  to  reduce  risk; 

(c]  Determine  impediments  to  risk 
reduction  and  ways  to  remove  impediments; 

(d]  Role  play  alternative  behaviors 
permitting  risk  reduction,  e.g.,  rejecting  a 
used  needle  offered  by  a  running  partner, 
encouraging  a  sex  partner  to  use  a  condom, 
etc. 

(e]  Review  individual’s  knowledge,  and 
ability  to  use  bleach  and  condoms; 

(f]  Encourage  the  individual’s 
understanding  of  his/her  responsibility  to 
others. 

•  Counseling  protocols  may  make  use  of 
fear  arousal  techniques  with  seronegative 
individuals  and  in  low  seroprevalence  sites. 

It  is  inappropriate  to  use  fear  arousal  with 
seropositive  clients  or  where  significant 
numbers  of  seropositive  clients  are  believed 
present.  Fear  arousal  strategies  using 
selected  videos  have  been  found  effective  in 
increasing  clients’  concerns  about  his/her 
behaviors.  They  carry  the  obvious  obligation 
to  teach  or  provide  risk  reduction  strategies 
that  will  reduce  client  anxiety. 

Follow-up 

•  Follow-up  through  the  continuing 
presence  and  work  of  outreach  staff  is 
significant  to  maintaining  changed  behavior. 

Appendix  B 

OTI  will  design  and  conduct,  by  contract,  a 
national  evaluation,  in  collaboration  with  the 
awardees,  to  provide  a  consistent  description 
across  all  sites  for: 

•  Population  served; 

•  Outreach  and  intervention  provided;  and 


•  Outcomes  achieved  for  individuals  and 
service  areas. 

As  part  of  this  national  evaluation  design, 
all  sites  will  collect  individual-level  data  on 
all  participants  in  the  outreach  and 
counseling  interventions  using  common 
instruments  and  guidelines  for  collection  and 
reporting;  these  data  will  include 
demographic  and  psychosocial 
characteristics,  health  status,  drug-use 
characteristics,  and  service  utilization. 

Individual-level  data  will  be  collected  on  at 
least  four  occasions: 

(1]  Initial  participant  contact  with  outreach, 

(2]  Participant  entry  into  the  intervention, 

(3]  Participant  completion  of  follow-up,  and 

(4]  3  to  6  months  after  completion  of  the 
intervention.  All  sites  will  collect  program- 
level  data  on  services  offered  and  actually 
provided,  costs  of  services,  coordination 
activities,  community  education  activities, 
materials  distribution,  and  public  information 
campaigns. 

OTI’s  evaluation  contract  will  provide  for: 

(1]  Initial  training  for  project  staff  in 
collecting  and  transmitting  the  required  data; 

(2]  Ongoing  technical  assistance  and 
consultation  on  data  collection; 

(3]  Receipt  of  batched  data  at  specified 
intervals; 

(4]  Analyses  of  the  common  data  set  for  the 
cross-site  national  evaluation;  and 

(5]  Reports  that  are  national  in  scope  that 
can  be  used  by  both  local  and  Federal 
policymakers  in  determining  future  program 
directions  and  resource  levels. 

In  general,  the  evaluation  for  outreach 
programs  will  include: 

(1]  Changes  in  risk  taking  behavior  that 
occur  in  contacts; 

(2]  Number  of  contacts  entering  drug 
treatment  or  seeking  treatment  for  other 
infectious  diseases;  and 

(3]  Changes  in  HIV  seroprevalence  and  the 
prevalence  of  other  infectious  diseases  in  the 
identified  target  populations  in  funded 
communities  as  compared  to  comparable 
communities  with  no  outreach  programs. 
Measures  of  behavioral  change  will  be 
inferred  from  self-reports  of  a  sample  of 
individuals  who  are  re-interviewed  6  months 
after  base-line  interview.  Measures  of  change 
in  disease  rates  will  be  garnered  from  such 
activities  as  CDC  seroprevalence  surveys  and 
other  public  health  monitoring  systems, 
including  those  identified  by  the  applicant. 

Appendix  C — OTI  Comprehensive 
Treatment  Model 

I.  Program  Structure  and  Administration 

•  Joint  cooperation  among  substance  abuse 
agencies,  schools,  courts,  probation,  health 
and  mental  health  providers,  job  training 
programs,  and  human  service  agencies. 

•  An  oversight  body  such  as  a  task  force  or 
advisory  committee  to  assist  with  developing 
a  shared  vision,  shared  resources,  expertise, 
and  political  support. 

•  Integration  of  corrections  and  substance 
abuse  treatment  agency  staffing,  including 
cross  training. 

•  Integration  of  proposed  substance  abuse 
treatment  services  into  total  institutional 
programming  or  community  services 
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programming,  resulting  in  an  integrated 
continuum  of  care. 

•  Ongoing  program  evaluation  efforts. 

•  Staff  training,  especially  in  the  areas  o£ 
culturally  relevant  service  delivery;  screening 
and  treatment  for  addktion-relat^  disease 
and  infection;  the  etiology  (bio-psycho-social) 
of  addictioR  and  addiction-rriated  disease 
and  dysfunction,  and;  screening,  assessment 
and  treatment  for  ps3KdioIogical  and 
psychiatric  disordm  among  individuals  who 
suffer  from  addiction. 

•  Employee  mcenbve  measures  and 
profession^  devefopment 

II.  Chnical  Interventions  and  Other  Services 

•  Intake  screening  and  assessment  should 
consist  of  a  medical  examination,  woilc 
history,  substance  abuse  history,  and  psycho¬ 
social  evaluation  which  should  include:  a 
comprehensive  assessment  family 
functioning,  cultural /ethnic  factors,  peer 
influence,  deviant  behavior,  anti-sodal 
attitudes,  mental  and  emotional  distress,  and 
school  adjustment:  where  warranted,  a 
psychiatric  assessment  should  be  provided. 

•  Same  day  intake  services  should  be 
afforded  wh^ver  possible.  Intake  sboukl 
include:  Documented  case  finding,  an 
assessment  of  patient  eligibility  (and 
subsequent  registration}  fw  Medicaid,  puUic 
assistance,  and  other  health  and  human 
services  benehts,  ue.,  SSL  AFDC,  Medicate, 
Youth  ]ob  Corps. 

•  Medical  care  should  include:  On-site 
provision  of  preventive  and  primary  medical 
care  (including  prenatal  care,  if  appropriate); 
medical  or  medically>-8operviaed 
detoxification  services,  where  clinically 
indicated;  provision  of.  or  established  referral 
linkages  for.  acute  medical  care;  testing  and 
treatment  for  hepatitis,  retrovirus, 
tuberculosis,  HIV  and  HIV  disease,  sypldlis, 
gonorrhea,  and  other  sexually  transmitted 
diseases. 

•  Counseling  for  HTV  positive/AlDS 
patients  must  be  provided,  and  include 
provision  of  or  referral  to  individual  pre-  and 
post-test  counseling  and  testing,  together 
with  individual  counseling  and  siq)port  group 
forums  provided  by  staff  who  have  been 
properly  trained  to  intervene  on  behalf  of 
patients  who  are  HTV  seropositive,  whether 
symptMnatic  or  asymptcmutic. 

•  Pharmacotherapeutic  interventiona 
should  be  provided  on  an  as-needed  basis 
and  should  include  provision  of  or 
established  referral  linkages  for  concomitant 
assessment  and  monitoring  by  qualified 
medical  or  psychiatric  staff; 
pharmacotherapeutic  interventions  are 
particularly  appn^riate  for  the  homeless  and 
other  patient  groups  with  a  relatively  high 
incidence  of  mental  health  disorders,  for 
heroin-addicted  individuals  who  require 
replacement  therapy,  and  for  HIV- 
seropositive  individuals  who  require 
prophylactic  medication  sudi  as  aerosol 
pentamidine  or  AZT. 

•  Urine  testing  should  be  provided  on  an 
initial  and  random  (frequent  periodic)  basis, 
as  appropriate. 

•  Basic  substance  abuse  counseling  and 
psychological  counsding  dionld  be  provided 
by  practitioners  that  are  liceneed  ot  certified 
to  provide  these  services,  and  should  include; 


individual  counsehng,  family  and  collateral 
counseling,  and;  peer/support  group  forunw 
(including  AA.  NA,  CA  and  PWA).  especially 
for  HIV  positive  patients  and  individuals  who 
have  been  exposed  to  rape  or  pl^sical  or 
sexual  abuse. 

•  Health  education  and  prevention 
activities  should  include;  relapse  training  and 
prevention;  HIV/ AIDS  education;  die 
physiology  and  transmission  of  sexually 
transmitted  diseases;  sex  education; 
pregnancy  prevention  and  contraception 
counseling:  and  nutritional  and  general  health 
education  provided  by  a  qualified  technician. 

•  Life  skills  educatimi  should  be  afforded, 
which  covers;  practical  hfe  skills  training; 
parenting  skills  (where  appropriate); 
vocational  evaluaticm,  counseling  and 
training  should  be  {vovided,  if  poswble,  via 
case  managed/coordinated  linkages  to 
appropriate  training  programs  in  the 
community,  e.g.,  mentor  program  with  local 
businesses,  3Pouth  job  corpa. 

•  Educational  training  and  remediatian 
services  should  be  provided,  including: 
testing  for  learning  disabilities:  diagnostic 
testing,  and  on-site  provision  of  or  case 
managed  linkages  to  local  education/GED 
programs. 

•  Justice  System  liaison  should  be  affmtled. 
where  appn^mate,  and  inclnde:  intervention 
with  juvenile  adult  justice  authorities, 
TASC  (or  related  case  management/tracking 
systems)  legal  aid,  and/or  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs. 

•  Other  Siqiport  Services 

— ^Transportation  and  escort  service. 

— Child  care  either  at  the  treatment  facility  or 

in  the  local  community,  as  appropriate. 

— Social  and  recreation^  activities, 

preferably  in  concert  with  a  mentoring 

program. 

•  Ongoing  Interventicm  and  Tireatment 
should  be  provided,  and  include:  Sustained 
and  frequent  interaction  with  recovering 
individuals  who  have  graduated  from  the 
intensive  or  primary  phase  of  treatment,  e.g. 
consistent  face-to-foce  contact  between  the 
graduate  and  his/her  primary  counselor  or 
case  manager,  graduate  particqiation  in  group 
and  individual  counseling  sessions,  social 
and  recreational  activities  geared  toward  the 
recovering  substance  abuser,  and  graduate 
involvement  in  a  peer  support  group,  NA,  AA, 
PWA  or  CA;  provision  should  be  made  for 
graduate  re-admission  to  more  intensive 
forms  of  therapy  in  cases  where  relapse  has 
occurred. 

The  r^iorting  requirements  contained  in 
this  announcement  are  covered  under  the 
paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980;  Public  Law 
96-511,  OMB  Approval  Number  0837-0189. 

The  Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic 
Assistance  Number  for  this  program  is  93.949. 
Joseph  R.  Leone, 

Associate  Administrator  for  hfanagement, 
Alcohot,  Drug  Abase,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  32-10733  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  41S0-20-M 


Food  and  Drag  AdmMsIration 

[Docket  Nau92IH»01) 

Drag  Export;  laotrax®  (laotratinoin| 
0.05  Parceni  Gal 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  announcing 
that  SRI,  Inc.,  has  filed  an  application 
requesting  approval  for  the  export  of  the 
human  ding  Isotrex*  (isotretinoin)  0.05 
Percent  Gel  to  Canada. 

ADDRESSES:  Relevant  information  on 
this  application  may  be  directed  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  [HFA- 
305),  Food  and  Drug  Administration!  rm. 
1-2^  12420  Paiklawn  Dr.,  Rockville,  MD 
20857,  and  to  the  contact  person 
identified  below.  Any  future  inquiries 
concerning  the  export  of  human  drugs 
under  the  Drug  Export  Amendments  Act 
of  1986  should  also  be  directed  to  the 
contact  person. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  E.  Hamilton,  Division  of  Drug 
Labeling  Compliance  (HFD-313),  Center 
for  Drug  Evaluation  and  Research,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration.  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-295- 
8703. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  drug 
export  provisions  in  section  802  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(the  act)  (21  USjC.  382)  provide  that 
FDA  may  approve  applications  for  the 
export  of  d^s  that  are  not  currently 
approved  in  fte  United  States.  Section 
802(b)(3)(B)  of  the  act  sets  forth  the 
requirements  that  must  be  met  in  an 
application  for  approval.  Section 
802(bl(3](C)  of  the  act  requires  that  the 
agency  review  the  application  within  30 
days  of  its  filing  to  determine  whether 
the  requirements  of  section  802(b)(3)(B) 
have  been  satisfied.  Section  802(b](3j(A) 
of  the  act  requires  that  the  agency 
publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
within  10  days  of  the  filing  of  an 
application  for  export  to  facilitate  public 
participatioR  in  its  review  of  the 
aj^lication.  To  meet  this  requirement, 
the  agency  is  providing  notice  that  SRI 
(August  C  Stiefel  Research  Institute) 
Inc.,  Oak  Hill,  NY  12460,  has  filed  an 
apphcation  requesting  approval  for  the 
export  of  the  human  ^g  Isotrex* 
(Isotretinoin)  0.05  Percent  Gel  to 
Canada.  This  drug  is  indicated  for  use  in 
the  treatment  (rf  mild  to  moderate 
inflammatory  and  non-inflanunatory 
acne  vulgaris.  The  application  was 
received  and  filed  in  the  Center  for  Drug 
EvEihiation  and  Research  on  March  12, 
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1992,  which  shall  be  considered  the 
filing  date  for  purposes  of  the  act. 

Interested  persons  may  submit 
relevant  information  on  the  application 
to  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(address  above)  in  two  copies  (except 
that  individuals  may  submit  single 
copies]  and  identified  with  the  docket 
number  found  in  brackets  in  the  heading 
of  this  document.  These  submissions 
may  be  seen  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  between  9  a.m.  and 
4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

The  agency  encourages  any  person 
who  submits  relevant  information  on  the 
application  to  do  so  by  May  18, 1992, 
and  to  provide  an  additional  copy  of  the 
submission  directly  to  the  contact 
person  identified  above,  to  facilitate 
consideration  of  the  information  during 
the  30-day  review  period. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  802 
(21  U.S.C.  382]]  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.10]  and  redelegated 
to  the  Center  for  Drug  Evaluation  and 
Research  (21  CFR  5.44]. 

Dated:  April  29, 1992. 

Sammie  R.  Young, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Compliance,  Center 
for  Drug  Evaluation  and  Research. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10587  Filed  5-8-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  416(M)1-M 


(Docket  No.  92N-0200] 

Drug  Export;  Paxil  ™  (Paroxetine 
Hydrochloride)  Tablets 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  announcing 
that  SmithKline  Beecham  has  filed  an 
application  requesting  approval  for  the 
export  of  the  human  drug  Paxil  ™ 
(paroxetine  hydrochloride]  Tablets  to 
Canada. 

ADDRESSES:  Relevant  information  on 
this  application  may  be  directed  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (HFA- 
305],  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  rm. 
1-23, 12420  Parklawn  Dr„  Rockville,  MD 
20857,  and  to  the  contact  person 
identified  below.  Any  future  inquiries 
concerning  the  export  of  human  drugs 
under  the  Drug  Export  Amendments  Act 
of  1986  should  also  be  directed  to  the 
contact  person. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

)ames  E.  Hamilton,  Division  of  Drug 
Labeling  Compliance  (HFD-313],  Center 
for  Drug  Evaluation  and  Research,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  5600  Fishers 


Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-295- 
8073. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  drug 
export  provisions  in  section  802  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(the  act]  (21  U.S.C.  382]  provide  that 
FDA  may  approve  applications  for  the 
export  of  dnigs  that  are  not  currently 
approved  in  the  United  States.  Section 
802(B](3](B]  of  the  act  sets  forth  the 
requirements  that  must  be  met  in  an 
application  for  approval.  Section 
802(b](3](C]  of  the  act  requires  that  the 
agency  review  the  application  within  30 
days  of  its  filing  to  determine  whether 
the  requirements  of  section  802(b](3](B] 
have  been  satisfied.  Section  802(b](3](A] 
of  the  act  requires  that  the  agency 
publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
within  10  days  of  the  filing  of  an 
application  for  export  to  facilitate  public 
participation  in  its  review  of  the 
application.  To  meet  this  requirement, 
the  agency  is  providing  notice  that 
SmithKline  Beecham,  One  Franklin 
Plaza,  P.O.  Box  7929,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19101-7929,  has  filed  an  application 
requesting  approval  for  the  export  of  the 
human  drug  Paxil  (paroxetine 
hydrochloride]  Tablets  to  Canada.  This 
product  is  used  as  an  antidepressant. 

The  application  was  received  and  filed 
in  the  Center  for  Drug  Evaluation  and 
Research  on  March  30, 1992,  which  shall 
be  considered  the  filing  date  for 
purposes  of  the  act. 

Interested  persons  may  submit 
relevant  information  on  the  application 
to  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(address  above]  in  two  copies  (except 
that  individuals  may  submit  single 
copies]  and  identified  with  the  docket 
number  found  in  brackets  in  the  heading 
of  this  document.  These  submissions 
may  be  seen  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  between  9  a.m.  and 
4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

The  agency  encoimages  any  person 
who  submits  relevant  information  on  the 
application  to  do  so  by  May  18, 1992, 
and  to  provide  an  additional  copy  of  the 
submission  directly  to  the  contact 
person  identified  above,  to  facilitate 
consideration  of  the  information  during 
the  30-day  review  period. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  802 
(21  U.S.C.  382]]  and  under  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.10]  and  redelegated 
to  the  Center  for  Drug  Evaluation  ad 
Research  (21  CFR  5.44). 

Dated:  April  29. 1992. 

Sammie  R.  Young, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Compliance,  Center 
for  Drug  Evaluation  and  Research. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10588  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4160-01-M 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

National  Institute  on  Deafness  and 
Other  Communication  Disorders; 
Training  Subcommittee  of  the  National 
Deafness  and  Other  Communication 
Disorders  Advisory  Board;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Training  Subcommittee  of  the  National 
Deafness  and  Other  Communication 
Disorders  Advisory  Board  on  May  29, 
1992.  The  meeting  will  take  place  from 
8:30  a.m.  to  10  a.m.  in  Conference  Room 
9,  Building  31C,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20892,  and  will  be  conducted 
as  a  telephone  conference  with  the  use 
of  speaker  phones. 

The  meeting,  which  will  be  open  to 
the  public,  is  being  held  to  review  the 
research  training  efforts  and 
accomplishments  of  the  scientific  fields 
related  to  the  mission  of  the  National 
Institute  on  Deafness  and  Other 
Communication  Disorders  and  to 
identify  new  approaches  and 
opportunities  in  research  training. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  the  space  available. 

Summaries  of  the  Subcommittee’s 
meeting  and  a  roster  of  members  may  be 
obtained  from  Ms.  Monica  Davies, 
Executive  Director,  National  Deafness 
and  Other  Communication  Disorders 
Advisory  Board,  Building  31,  room  3C08, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20892,  301-402-1129,  upon 
request. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
program  No.  93.173  Biological  Research 
Related  to  Deafness  and  Other 
Communcation  Disorders.) 

Dated:  April  30, 1992. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Cammittee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10585  Filed  5-8-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4140-«1-M 


Prospective  Grant  of  Exclusive 
License:  Antiproliferative  Protein 

agency:  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Public  Health  Services,  DHHS. 

action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  notice  in  accordance 
with  15  U.S.C,  209(c](91]  and  37  CFR 
404.7(a](l](i]  that  the  National  Institutes 
of  Health  (NIH),  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services,  is  contemplating 
the  grant  of  an  exclusive  license  in  the 
United  States  to  practice  the  invention 
embodied  in  U.S.  Patent  Application 
Serial  Number  07/612,674,  entitled, 
“Antiproliferative  Protein”,  to  Helix 
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Technoligies,  Inc.  having  a  place  of 
business  in  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.  The 
patent  rights  in  this  invention  have  been 
assigned  to  the  United  States  of 
America. 

The  prospective  exclusive  license  will 
be  royalty-bearing  and  will  comply  with 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  35  U.S.C.  209 
and  37  CFR  404.7.  The  prospective 
exclusive  license  may  be  granted  unless, 
within  60  days  from  ^e  date  of  this 
published  Notice,  NIH  receives  written 
evidence  and  argument  that  establishes 
that  the  grant  of  the  license  would  not 
be  consistent  with  the  requirements  of 
35  U.S.C.  209  and  37  CFR  404.7. 

The  present  invention  relates  to  a 
novel  manunalian  antiproliferative 
protein,  named  prohibitin,  which  was 
clond  using  a  new  process.  Mammalian 
negative  growth  control  (i.e., 
antiproliferative)  genes  have  been 
extremely  difficult  to  clone,  and  the  only 
four  antiproliferative  genes  that  have 
been  identiHed  prior  to  this  invention 
were  isolated  using  a  different  strategy, 
i.e.,  one  specific  to  tumor  suppressor 
genes.  Sequencing  of  prohibitin  may 
make  it  possible  to  design 
pharmaceuticals  that  interfere  with 
excess  cellular  replication  to  treat 
diseases  such  as  cancer.  The  cloned 
protein  may  also  enhance  insufTicient 
cellular  replication  associated  with 
conditions  such  as  osteoporosis  or 
impaired  tissue  regeneration. 

A  copy  of  this  patent  application, 
inquiries,  comments  and  other  materials 
relating  to  the  contemplated  license 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  Daniel  R. 
Passeri,  Office  of  Technology  Transfer, 
National  Institutes  of  HealA,  Box  OTT, 
Bethesda,  MD  20892.  (Telephone:  (301)- 
496-0750:  Facsimile:  (301)  402-0220. 

Dated:  April  28, 1992. 

Reid  G.  Adler, 

Director,  Office  of  Technology,  Transfer. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10584  Filed  5-8-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4140-01-11 


Public  Health  Service 

National  Toxicology  Program;  Fiscal 
Year  1991  Annual  Plan 

The  National  Toxicology  Program 
(NTP)  announces  the  availability  of  the 
NTP  Annual  Plan  for  Fiscal  Year  1991, 
solicits  comments  on  it.  and  urges  all 
interested  persons  to  propose  chemicals 
for  possible  toxicological  evaluation. 

TTie  thirteenth  NTP  Annual  Plan 
consists  of  two  parts.  First,  the  NTP 
Annual  Plan  for  Fiscal  Year  1991 
describes  current  year  NTP  research, 
applied  studies,  methods  development 
and  validation  efforts,  resources  and 
past  year  program  accomplishments. 


Second,  the  Review  of  Current  DHHS, 
DOE  and  EPA  Research  Related  to 
Toxicology  lists  chemicals  being  studied 
by  the  various  DHHS  agencies,  the 
Department  of  Energy,  and  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  and 
describes  toxicology  research  and 
toxicology  methods  currently  being 
developed  by  these  agencies. 

Background 

The  National  Toxicology  Program 
(NTP)  was  established  within  the  Public 
Heal^  Service  of  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  (DHHS)  in 
November  1978.  The  continuing  broad 
goals  of  the  NTP  are  to  coordinate  and 
strengthen  DHHS  basic  and  applied 
toxicology  research  and  methods 
development  and  validation,  and  to 
provide  toxicological  information  for  use 
by  health  research  and  regulatory 
agencies  and  others  in  protecting  the 
public  health.  Specific  goals  are  to: 

•  Broaden  the  spectrum  of  toxicologic 
information  obtained  on  selected 
chemicals; 

•  Increase  the  numbers  of  chemicals 
studied  within  funding  limits: 

•  Develop  and  validate  assays  and 
protocols  responsive  to  regulatory 
needs; 

•  Communicate  Program  plans  and 
results  to  governmental  agencies,  the 
medical  and  scientific  communities,  and 
the  public. 

The  NTP  coordinates  selected 
toxicology  activities  of  the  National 
Institute  of  Environmental  Health 
Sciences,  National  Institutes  of  Health: 
the  National  Center  for  Toxicological 
Research,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration;  and  the  National 
Institute  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health,  Centers  for  Disease  Control. 

Primary  program  oversight  is  provided 
by  the  NIT  Executive  Committee  which 
links  DHHS  health  research  institutes 
and  centers  with  Federal  health 
regulatory  agencies  to  ensure  that  the 
basic  and  applied  toxicology  research 
and  development  activities  are 
responsive  to  regulatory  and  public 
health  needs.  Agencies  represented  on 
the  Executive  Committee  are: 

•  Agency  for  Toxic  Substances  and 
Disease  Registry 

•  Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission 

•  Environmental  Protection  Agency 

•  Food  and  Drug  Administration 

•  National  Cancer  Institute 

•  National  Institute  for  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health 

•  National  Institute  of  Environmental 
Health  Sciences 

•  National  Institutes  of  Health 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 


The  NTP  Board  of  Scientific 
Counselors  provides  scientific  oversight, 
advising  the  NTP  Director  and  the  NTP 
Executive  Committee  on  scientific 
content  and  evaluating  the  scientific 
merit  and  overall  quality  of  NTP 
science.  The  members  (listed  in  the  1991 
Annual  Plan)  are  appointed  by  the 
Secretary,  DHHS.  For  the  purposes  of 
the  Program,  the  NTP  Director  reports  to 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health. 

ScientiHc  activities  are  divided  into 
four  major  program  areas: 
carciongenesis;  cellular  and  genetic 
toxicology:  reproductive  and 
developmental  toxicology;  and 
toxicological  characterization.  The  latter 
area  covers  activities  in  cardiac, 
cutaneous,  immunologic, 
neurobehavioral,  and  respiratory 
toxicologies,  and  includes  programs  in 
chemical  disposition  and  chemical 
pathology.  Program  and  project  leaders, 
along  with  addresses  and  telephone 
numbers,  are  identified  in  the  1991 
Annual  Plan. 

The  chemical  nomination  and 
selection  process  is  integral  to  the 
effective  long-term  operation  of  the  NTP 
with  respect  to  toxicological  studies  of 
chemicals  using  modem  techniques  and 
to  the  development  and  validation  of 
new  assay  methods.  Thus,  the  NTP 
welcomes  nominations  of  chemicals  for 
study  from  everyone.  At  a  minimum,  the 
nominator  should  give  the  name  of  the 
chemical  or  substance,  the  rationale  for 
the  nomination,  and  recommend  the 
type  study(s)  to  be  considered. 

In  addition,  it  is  desirable,  but  not 
essential,  to  supplement  each 
nomination  with  the  following 
information,  if  known: 

I.  Chemical  and  physical  properties. 

II.  Production,  use,  occurrence,  and  analysis 

data. 

III.  Toxicology  information. 

rv.  Chemical  disposition  and  structure- 
activity  relationships. 

V.  Planned  or  ongoing  or  recently  completed 
toxicological  and  environmental  studies. 

To  receive  the  NTP  Annual  Plan  for 
Fiscal  Year  1991,  and  the  FY 1991 
Review  of  Current  DHHS,  DOE,  and 
EPA  Research  Related  to  Toxicology, 
please  write  or  telephone  the  NTP 
Public  Information  Office,  P.O.  Box 
12233,  Research  Triangle  Park,  NC 
27709,  (telephone:  919/541-3991). 

Comments  on  the  FY  1991  NTP 
Annual  Plan  are  requested  and 
welcome.  These  should  be  addressed  to 
Dr.  Larry  Hart,  National  Toxicology 
Program,  P.O.  Box  12233,  Research 
Triangle  Park,  NC  27709,  (telephone: 
919/541-3971). 
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Dated;  April  29, 1992. 

Kenneth  Olden, 

Director,  National  Toxicology  Program. 
(FR  Doc.  92-10583  Filed  5-6-92;  6:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4140-01-M 


Health  Resources  and  Services 
Administration,  Title  XII  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act;  Delegations  of 
Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in 
furtherance  of  the  delegation  of 
authority  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  on  April  13, 1992,  by  the 
Secretary  of  Health  and  Human 
Services,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  has  delegated  to  the 
Administrator,  Health  Resources  and 
Services  Administration,  with  authority 
to  redelegate,  all  of  the  authorities 
vested  in  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  under  title  XII  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  201  et 
seq.),  as  amended  hereafter,  pertaining 
to  Trauma  Care.  This  delegation 
excluded  the  authorities  to  issue 
regulations,  submit  reports  to  Congress 
or  a  congressional  committee,  establish 
advisory  committees  and  councils,  and 
select  members  to  advisory  councils. 

Redelegation 

This  authority  may  be  redelegated. 
Prior  Delegations 

None. 

Effective  Date 

This  delegation  became  effective  on 
April  27, 1992.  In  addition,  I  hereby 
affirm  and  ratify  any  actions  taken  by 
any  HRSA  official  on  my  behalf,  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  this  delegation. 

Dated:  April  27, 1992. 
lames  O.  Mason, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Health. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10652  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4160-17-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Docket  No.  N-92-3435] 

The  Performance  Review  Board; 
Membership 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  appointments. 
SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Housing 


and  Urban  Development  announces  the 
appointments  of  William  A.  Dal  Col, 
Jacqulyn  K.  Howard,  Michael  B.  Janis, 
James  E.  Schoenberger,  Harry  W. 

Stallcr,  and  Paul  Williams  as  members, 
and  Donna  M.  Abbenante,  Roy  O.  Priest, 
Lawrence  L.  Thompson,  and  James  R. 
Walker  as  alternate  members  to  the 
Departmental  Performance  Review 
Board.  The  terms  of  Alfred  A.  DelliBovi, 
Chairperson,  and  Jim  E.  Tarro,  Vice- 
Chairperson,  will  continue.  Their 
address  is:  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Washington,  DC 
20410. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Persons  desiring  any  further  information 
about  the  Performance  Review  Board 
and  its  members  may  contact  Norm 
Phelps,  Director,  Office  of  Personnel  and 
Training,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Washington,  DC 
20410,  telephone  (202)  708-2000.  (This  is 
not  a  toll  free  number.) 

Dated:  April  29. 1992. 

Jack  Kemp, 

Secretary,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

[FR  Doc.  92-10606  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4210-32-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

National  Park  Service 

Vancouver  Historical  Study 
Commission:  Meetings 

agency:  National  Park  Service. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  correction  of  date. 

This  notice  corrects  the  date 
published  for  the  May  meeting  in  the 
Federal  Register  April  15, 1992,  (Volume 
57,  No.  74,  Page  13116)  for  public 
meetings  of  the  Vancouver  Historical 
Study  Commission  to  be  held  in  the 
Vancouver,  Washington  City  Coimcil 
Chambers,  210  East  13th  Street, 
Vancouver,  Washington.  The  correct 
date  for  the  May  meeting  is  Tuesday, 
May  12, 1992.  The  Commission  meetings 
for  Tuesday,  Jime  9, 1992,  Tuesday,  July 
14, 1992,  and  Tuesday,  August  11, 1992 
will  remain  as  scheduled.  Commission 
meetings  start  at  1  p.m.,  and  are  plaimed 
to  adjourn  no  later  than  5  p.m. 

Dated:  April  21, 1992. 

Rory  Westberg, 

Acting  Regional  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10631  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4130-70-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

{AZ-040-4333-02] 

Call  for  Gila  Box  Advisory  Committee 
Nominations 

agency:  Safford  District,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Interior. 
action:  Call  for  Nominations  for  Gila 
Box  Riparian  National  Conservation 
Area  Advisory  Committee. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  solicit  public  nominations  to  fill  two 
positions  on  the  Gila  Box  Riparian 
National  Conservation  Area  Advisory 
Committee,  pursuant  to  title  2,  section 
201,  of  the  Arizona  Desert  Wilderness 
Act  of  1990. 

The  purpose  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  is  to  provide  informed  advice 
to  the  Safford  District  Manager  on 
management  of  public  lands  in  the  Gila 
Box  Riparian  National  Conservation 
Area.  Members  are  currently  assisting 
BLM  specialists  with  the  preparation  of 
the  Gila  Box  Interdisciplinary  Activity 
Plan.  The  Advisory  Committee  is 
meeting  at  least  once  each  month  during 
plan  preparation.  Members  serve 
without  salary,  but  are  reimbursed  for 
travel  and  per  diem  expenses  at  current 
rates  for  government  employees. 

To  ensure  membership  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  is  balanced  in 
terms  of  categories  of  interest 
represented  and  functions  performed, 
nominees  must  be  qualified  to  provide 
advice  in  specific  areas  related  to  the 
primary  purposes  for  which  the  Gila  Box 
Riparian  National  Conservation  Area 
was  created.  These  categories  of 
expertise  include  wildlife  conservation, 
riparian  ecology,  archaeology, 
hydrology,  recreation,  environmental 
education,  or  other  related  disciplines. 

Persons  wishing  to  nominate 
individuals  or  those  wishing  to  be 
considered  for  appointment  to  serve  on 
the  Advisory  Committee  should  provide 
names,  addresses,  professions, 
biographical  data,  and  category  of 
expertise  for  qualified  nominees. 
Persons  selected  to  serve  on  the 
Committee  will  serve  a  three-year  term 
ending  on  July  31, 1995.  Nominations 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Safford 
District  Manager  at  the  address  below. 

DATE:  All  nominations  should  be 
received  by  June  1, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  For  further  information 
contact;  Jonathan  Collins,  Team  Leader. 
Gila  Resource  Area,  Safford  District 
Office,  425  E.  4th  St.,  Safford,  Arizona 
85546,  telephone  (602)  428-^040. 
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Dated:  April  28, 1992. 

Ray  A.  Brady, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10595  Filed  5-&-92  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-32-M 


[OR-020-02-4212-11:  G2-195] 

Realty  Action,  Recreation  and  Public 
Purposes  Classification  and  Lease, 
Proposed  Closure  of  Public  Lands 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
DOI. 

action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  following  described 
public  lands  in  Harney  County,  Oregon, 
have  been  examined  and  foimd  suitable 
for  classibcation  for  lease  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Recreation  and  Public 
Purposes  (R&PP]  Act,  as  amended  (43 
U.S.C.  869  et  seq.].  The  Bums  Butte 
Sportsman’s  Club  proposes  to  operate 
and  maintain  existing  shooting  range 
facilities  and  develop  additional 
shooting  facilities  on  the  property  under 
a  proposed  R&PP  lease. 

Willamette  Meridian 

T.  23  S..  R.  30  E..  Section  21.  S%Sy2NEy4  and 
that  portion  of  the  SEyi  lying  north  of  the 
Bums-Izee  Road,  County  Road  No.  127, 
also  known  as  Forest  Road  47. 

The  area  described  aggregate  140  acres, 
more  or  less,  in  Harney  County,  Oregon. 

Upon  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  above  described 
lands  will  be  segregated  from  all  forms 
of  appropriation  under  the  public  land 
laws,  including  the  mining  laws  but 
remain  available  for  lease  under  the 
R&PP  Act  and  under  the  mineral  leasing 
laws. 

The  BLM  also  proposes  to  close  to 
entry  to  all  persons  except  authorized 
users,  under  the  authority  of  43  CFR 
8364.1,  the  following  described  lands: 

Willamette  Meridian 

T.  23  S.,  R.  30  E..  Section  21,  NytNE'A  and 

NyjsyiNEy4. 

The  area  described  above  aggregates  120 
acres  in  Harney  County,  Oregon. 

The  closure  is  adjacent  to  and  will 
provide  a  safety  buffer  for  the  existing 
shooting  range  facilities  without 
encumbering  additional  lands  by  the 
R&PP  lease. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  7, 1992. 

OATES:  By  June  22, 1992,  interested 
persons  may  submit  comments 
regarding  the  proposed  lease, 
classiflcation,  and  closure  to  the  address 
described  below.  Any  adverse 
comments  concerning  the  classiHcation 
will  be  reviewed  by  the  State  Director. 


In  the  absence  of  any  adverse 
comments,  the  classiHcation  will 
become  effective  by  July  6, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Conunents  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Bums  District  Manager, 
HC  74-12533,  Highway  20  West,  Hines, 
Oregon  97738. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Detailed  information  including  an 
environmental  assessment  prepared  for 
these  actions  is  available  from  Craig  M. 
Hansen,  Area  Manager  or  Skip 
Renchler,  Realty  Specialist,  Three  Rivers 
Resource  Area  at  the  above  address, 
phone  503-573-5241, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
classiHcation,  R&PP  lease,  and  closure 
would  yield  a  valuable  public  benebt  of 
providing  and  maintaining  an  area  for 
safe  shooting  sports  in  the  vicinity  of 
Bums  and  Hines,  Oregon.  These  actions 
would  not  result  in  any  undue  or 
unnecessary  environmental  degradation 
and  is  in  conformance  with  BLM,  State, 
and  local  land  use  plans  policies  and 
programs. 

The  lease,  when  issued,  would  be 
subject  to  the  following  terms  and 
conditions: 

1.  Provisions  of  the  R&PP  Act  and  to 
all  applicable  regulations  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

2.  The  Plan  of  Operation  and 
Development  submitted  by  the  Bums 
Butte  Sportsman’s  Club  including 
provisions  proposed  by  the  Club  which 
will  allow  for  public  use  of  the  facility. 

3.  Operating  and  mitigating  measures 
suggested  in  the  Environmental 
Assessment,  OR-020-2-40,  prepared  for 
this  action.  These  measures  will  be 
formulated  into  specibc  stipulations  and 
included  in  the  lease  terms. 

Dated:  April  15, 1992. 

Michael  T.  Green, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10596  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  CODE  4310..33-M 

National  Park  Service 

Improving  the  Bouider-to-Bullfrog 
Road  (Burr  Trail),  Environmental 
Assessment,  Capitol  Reef  National 
Park  and  Glen  Canyon  National 
Recreation  Area,  National  Park  Service 
and  Henry  Mountain  and  Escalante 
Resources  Areas,  Bureau  of  Land 
ManagemenL  Utah 

agency:  National  Park  Service  and 
Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  an 
environmental  assessment  for  improving 
the  Boulder-to-Bullfrog  Road  (Burr 
Trail),  Capitol  Reef  National  Park  and 


Glen  Canyon  National  Recreation  Area, 
National  Park  Service  and  Henry 
Mountain  and  Escalante  Resource 
Areas,  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

SUMMARY:  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  the 
National  Park  Service  (NPS),  in 
cooperation  with  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (BLM],  is  preparing  an 
environmental  assessment  (EA)  for 
proposed  improvements  on  the  Boulder- 
to-Bullfrog  Road  (Burr  Trail),  which 
crosses  sections  of  Capitol  Reef 
National  Park  and  Glen  Canyon 
National  Recreation  Area  and  the  Henry 
Mountain  and  Escalante  Resource 
Areas,  as  well  as  state  and  country 
lands. 

The  Boulder-to-Bullfrog  Road 
(sometimes  referred  to  as  Burr  Trail)  is  a 
66-mile-long  road  in  Garfield  County, 
Utah  that  traverses  the  Escalante 
Canyons  and  Circle  Cliffs  areas  under 
BLM  administration  and  Capitol  Reef 
National  Park  and  Glen  Canyon 
National  Recreation  Area  under  NPS 
administration.  Beginning  in  1985,  a 
series  of  environmental  documents, 
court  actions  and  road  improvements 
were  completed  for  various  segments  of 
the  Boulder-to-Bullfrog  Road.  In  1988, 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals,  10th 
Circuit  ruled  that  Garfield  County  has 
right-of-way  for  the  Boulder-to-Bullfrog 
Road.  The  right-of-way  provides  for 
actions  that  are  reasonable  and 
necessary  to  ensure  safe  travel  and  that 
do  not  unduly  or  uimecesarily  degrade 
wilderness  study  areas  or  resources 
adjacent  to  the  road. 

Garbeld  County  has  improved  road 
sections  where  court  orders  have  not 
prohibited  them  from  doing  so.  The 
County  intends  to  continue  road 
improvements  including  the  portions 
included  in  Capitol  Reef  NP  and  Glen 
Canyon  NRA.  NPS,  in  cooperation  with 
BLM,  is  preparing  an  EA  to  determine 
the  significance  of  the  impacts  of 
improving  the  road  and  whether  or  not 
to  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement.  The  EA  will  evaluate  road 
standards  and  design  criteria  that  would 
be  necessary  to  minimize  impact  to 
resources  and  wilderness  study  areas. 

Previous  environmental  documents 
have  identified  the  following  natural 
resource  issues:  Soils  are  higly  erodible, 
ground  water  is  scarce,  vegetation  is 
fragile,  and  temperatures  can  be 
extreme.  There  are  threatened  and 
endangered  species  in  the  area.  Desert 
bighorn  sheep  were  transplanted  in  the 
area  and  may  be  abected.  Existing  and 
past  road  construction  may  impact 
water  channeling  and  increase  stream 
turbidity  in  adjacent  wetlands  and 
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stream  channels.  Flood  and  rockfall 
hazards  must  also  be  addressed,  as  will 
fugitive  dust  and  noise  impacts.  Many 
sections  of  the  road  pass  through  a 
narrow  corridor  with  proposed 
wildemes  areas  on  each  side. 

Other  issues  include  impacts  on 
archeological  and  historic  resources, 
need  for  interpretive  and  visitor  use 
facilities,  changes  in  recreational  use, 
impacts  on  socioeconomic 
characteristics  of  local  and  regional 
areas,  effects  on  existing  livestock 
grazing  and  leases,  and  external 
development  threats.  Cumulative 
impacts  of  road  construction  and  other 
reasonably  foreseeable  future  actions 
will  also  be  addressed. 

Alternatives  previously  considered 
range  from  paving  the  entire  surface  to 
no-action,  or  maintaining  the  road  in  an 
unimproved  condition.  Various  road 
realignments  and  bridge  section  have 
also  been  proposed. 

A  scoping  brochure  has  been  prepared 
that  details  the  issues  and  alternatives 
identified  to  date.  Copies  of  that 
information  can  be  obtained  from 
Division  of  Planning  and  Compliance, 
Rocky  Mountain  Region,  P.O,  Box  25287, 
Denver,  Colorado  80225.  In  order  for 
information  to  be  considered  in  the  Ea, 
it  must  be  received  in  this  office  within 
30  days  of  this  notice. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jim  Holland,  Team  Captain,  Glen 
Canyon  National  Recreation  Area,  602- 
645-2471. 

Dated;  April  16, 1992. 

Robert  M.  Baker. 

Regional  Director,  Rocky  Mountain  Region. 
[FR  Doa  92-10629  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-nMi 


North  Rim  Visitor  Faciiities 
Deveiopment  Concept  Pian  Grand 
Canyon  Nationai  Park,  AZ;  Termination 
of  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Process 

summary:  The  National  Park  Service  is 
terminating  the  Development  Concept 
Plan  for  North  Rim  Visitor  Facilities/ 
Draft  Supplemental  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  to  the  Final  Master 
Plan  and  Enviromnental  Impact 
Statement  (North  Rim  DCP/EIS),  Grand 
Canyon  National  Park,  Arizona.  The 
major  planning  considerations  and 
environmental  analysis  contained  in  the 
North  Rim  DCP/EIS  will  be  incorporated 
into  the  ongoing  General  Management 
Plan/Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(GMP/EIS)  effort  for  Grand  Canyon 
National  Park. 

BACKGROUND:  The  North  Rim  DCP/EIS 
was  released  to  the  public  in  December, 


1990  with  the  formal  review  and 
comment  period  ending  April  15, 1991. 
Subsequently,  scoping  was  initiated  for 
the  park’s  GMP/EIS  in  late  summer 
1991.  Based  on  evaluation  of  the  public 
input  received  on  both  the  North  Rim 
DCP/EIS  and  the  scoping  sessions  on 
the  GMP/EIS.  the  National  Park  Service 
has  determined  it  is  desirable  to 
incorporate  the  issues  of  visitor  use  and 
accommodations  at  the  North  Rim  as  an 
element  of  the  forthcoming  GMP/EIS. 

All  prior  planning  efforts  and 
environmental  analysis  completed  and 
public  comment  received  on  the  North 
RIM  DCP/EIS  will  be  utilized  in 
formulating  this  element  for  the  GMP/ 
EIS. 

Pending  completion  of  the  GMP, 
expected  to  take  about  three  years,  the 
National  Park  Service  will  formulate 
proposals  for  interim  improvements  in 
visitor  and  employee  services  and  in 
park  operations  for  the  North  Rim. 
Actions  to  be  covered  focus  primarily  on 
provisions  of  an  additional  visitor 
restroom/information  station  and 
concessions  employee  eating  facility, 
and  the  treatment  of  historic  structures. 
An  environmental  assessment  covering 
these  proposals  will  be  completed  by 
late  spring  1992  and  be  made  available 
for  public  review.  These  actions  will  not 
compromise  the  broader  decisions  to  be 
made  in  the  GMP/EIS. 

Questions  on  the  GMP/EIS  process  or 
the  interim  proposals  for  the  North  Rim, 
along  with  requests  to  receive  a  copy  of 
the  environmental  assessment  on  the 
interim  proposals,  should  be  directed  to 
the  Superintendent,  Grand  Canyon 
National  Park,  P.O.  Box  129,  Grand 
Canyon,  AZ  86023,  telephone  number 
(602)  638-7708. 

Dated;  April  10, 1992. 

Lew  Albert, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Western  Region. 
[FR  Doc.  92-10630  Filed  5-6-92:  8:45  am] 
mUJNQ  CODE  4310-70-M 


Subsistence  Resource  Commission; 
Meeting 

AGENCY:  National  Park  Service,  Interior. 

ACTION:  Subsistence  Resource 
Commission  meeting. 

summary:  The  Superintendent  of  Lake 
Clark  National  Park  and  Preserve  and 
the  Chairperson  of  the  Subsistence 
Resource  Commission  for  Lake  Clark 
National  Paik  announce  a  forthcoming 
meeting  of  the  Lake  Clark  National  Paik 
Subsistence  Resource  Commission. 


The  following  agenda  items  will  be 
discussed: 

(1)  Introduction  of  conunission  members 

and  guests. 

(2)  Superintendent's  welcome  and 

review  of  SRC  fimction  and 
purpose. 

(3)  Old  business: 

a.  Review  and  approve  minutes  from 
last  meeting. 

b.  Election  of  Chairperson. 

c.  Update — progress  on  subsistence 
hunting  plan  roster  regulation. 

d.  Review  progress  on  preparation  of 
rosters  for  Iliamna,  Newhalen, 
Nondalton  and  Port  Alsworth. 

(4)  New  business: 

a.  Superintendent’s  Report. 

b.  Public  and  other  agency's 
comments. 

(5)  Park  hunting  plan  recommendations 

work  session. 

DATES:  The  meeting  will  begin  at  10  a.m. 
on  Monday  May  11, 1992,  and  conclude 
around  5  p.m. 

LOCATION:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  Newhalen  City  Hall,  Newhalen, 
Alaska. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Andy  Hutchison,  Superintendent,  4230 
University  Drive,  #311,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99508.  Phone  (907)  271-3751. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Subsistence  Resource  Commission  is 
authorized  under  title  VIII,  section  808, 
of  the  Alaska  National  Interest  Lands 
Conservation  Act,  Public  Law  96-487, 
and  operates  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committees  Act. 

Paul  F.  Haertel, 

Acting  Regional  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10626  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  a.m] 
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Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area 

agency:  National  Park  Service; 
Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area  Citizens  Advisory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Meeting. 

summary:  This  notice  sets  forth  the  date 
for  the  next  meeting  of  the  Delaware 
Water  Gap  National  Recreation  Area 
Citizens  Advisory  Conunission.  Notice 
of  said  meeting  is  required  under  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 

Dote.- May  14. 1992. 

Time:  7  p.m. 
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Location:  Monroe  County  Commissioners 
Meeting  Room,  Monroe  County  Court  House, 
7th  and  Monroe  Streets.  Stroudburg.  PA. 

Agenda:  The  agenda  will  be  devoted  to 
committee  reports,  Superintendent’s  report, 
old  business,  new  business,  correspondence, 
identiScation  of  topics  of  concern. 
Opportunities  for  public  comment  to  the 
Commission  will  be  provided. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION,  CONTACT: 

Hal  J.  Grovert,  Acting  Superintendent; 
Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area,  Bushkill,  PA  18324; 
717-588-2435. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area  Citizens  Advisory 
Commission  was  established  by  Public 
Law  100-573  to  advise  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  and  the  United  States 
Congress  on  matters  pertaining  to  the 
management  and  operation  of  the 
Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area,  as  well  as  on  other 
matters  affecting  the  Recreation  Area 
and  its  surrounding  communities. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  with  the  Commission  a  written 
statement  concerning  agenda  items.  The 
statement  should  be  addressed  to  The 
Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area  Citizens  Advisory 
Commission,  P.O.  Box  284,  Bushkill,  PA 
18324.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  inspection  four  weeks  after 
the  meeting  at  the  permanent 
headquarters  of  the  Delaware  Water 
Gap  National  Recreation  Area  located 
on  River  Road  1  mile  east  of  U.S.  Route 
209,  Bushkill,  Pennsylvania. 

Charles  P.  Clapper,  Jr., 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Mid-Atlantic 
Region. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10628  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
euXINQ  CODE  43ie-70-« 


Farmington  Wild  and  Scenic  River 
Study;  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut 
Farmington  nver  Study  Committee; 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L  92-463,  86  Stat.  770,  5  U.S.C. 
app.  1  s  10],  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Farmington  River  Study  Committee  will 
be  held  Thursday,  May  14, 1992. 

The  Committee  was  established 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  99-590.  The 
piupose  of  the  Committee  is  to  consult 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  to 
advise  the  Secretary  in  conducting  the 
study  of  the  Farmington  River  segments. 
The  meeting  will  convene  at  7:30  p.m.  at 
the  Barkhamsted  Elementary  School 
Gymnasium,  Barkhamsted.  CT  (the 
school  is  located  on  Route  318  in 


Pleasant  Valley,  approximately  200 
yards  west  of  intersection  with 
Route  181  and  the  Farmington  River). 

Agenda 

l.  Introductions 

n.  Approval  of  minutes  form  2/13/92  meeting 

m.  Water  Resotnces  Subcommittee 

1.  instream  Flow  Study 

2.  Discussion  of  management  issues  related 
to  water  resources 

IV.  River  Conservation  Planning 

Subcommittee 

1.  Update  on  local  activities 

2.  Discussion  of  management  issues  related 
to  land  and  recreation  resources 

V.  Update  on  preparation  of  Draft  Study 

Report 

VI.  Opportunity  for  public  comment 

VII.  O^er  business 

1.  Next  meeting  date  and  location 

Interested  persons  may  make  oral/ 
written  presentations  to  the  Committee 
or  file  written  statements.  Such  requests 
should  be  made  to  the  official  listed 
below  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the  Chiet 
O^ce  of  Ccmununications,  National 
Park  Service,  North  Atlantic  Regwn,  15 
State  Street,  Boston,  MA,  02109  (617) 
223-5199. 

Dated:  April  15, 1992. 

Marie  Rost, 

Acting  Regional  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10627  Filed  5-8-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-70-« 


INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT 
COOPERATION  AGENCY 

Agency  for  International  Deveiopment 

PubHc  Informatfon  Coflectfon 
Requirements  Submitted  to  0MB  for 
Review 

The  Agency  for  International 
Development  (AID)  submitted  the 
following  public  information  collection 
requirements  to  OMB  for  review  and 
clearance  under  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980,  Public  Law  96- 
511.  Comments  regarding  these 
information  collections  should  be 
addressed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  listed  at 
the  end  of  the  entry  no  later  than  ten 
days  after  publication.  Comments  may 
also  be  addressed  to,  and  copies  of  the 
submissions  obtained  from  the  Reports 
Management  Officer,  Fred  D.  Allen, 

(202)  647-9367,  FA/AS/ISS,  room  3627 
NS.  Washington.  DC  20523-0042. 

Date  Submitted:  April  27. 1992. 
Submitting  Agency:  Agency  for 
International  Devel^nnent. 

OMB  Number  None. 

Form  Number  AID  1550-12. 

Type  of  Submission:  New  Collection. 


Titk:  Request  for  Shipment  of 
Commodities. 

Purpose:  An  AID  Title  HI  form  is  needed 
by  which  the  specific  Title  III  food 
commodity  needs  of  the  recipient 
country  can  be  communicate  to  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  by  AID. 

The  form  will  be  used  to  request  food 
commodities  for  approved  labile  Law 
480  Title  III  counby  programs 
overseas  and  to  furnish  procurement 
instructions  and  other  pertinent 
information  necessary  to  ship  these 
commodities  to  destination  ports. 

Axmoal  Reporting  Burden 

Respondents:  15;  aimual  responses:  4; 
average  hours  per  response:  .5;  burden 
hours:  30. 

Reviewer  Lin  Liu  (202)  395-7340,  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget,  room 
3208,  New  Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Dated:  April  27, 1992. 

Elizabeth  Baltimore, 

Information  Support  Services  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10603  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 

BUUNQ  CODE  SnS-OI-N 


Public  Information  CoHactlon 
Requirements  Submitted  to  OMB  for 
Review 

The  Agency  for  International 
Development  (AID)  submitted  the 
following  public  information  collection 
requirements  to  OMB  fm*  review  and 
clearance  under  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980,  Public  Law  96- 
511.  Comments  regarding  these 
information  collections  should  be 
addressed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  listed  at 
the  end  of  the  entry  no  later  than  ten 
days  after  publication.  Comments  may 
also  be  ad^essed  to,  and  copies  of  the 
submissions  obtained  from  the  Reports 
Management  Officer,  Fred  D.  Allen, 
(202)-647-9367,  MS/AS/ISS,  room  3726 
NS,  Washington,  DC  20523-0042. 

Date  Submitted:  April  28, 1992. 
Submitting  Agency:  Agency  for 
International  Development. 

OMB  Number  None. 

Form  Number  1550-4. 

Type  of  Submission:  New  Collection. 
Title;  Commodity  Request  for  Foreign 
Distribution. 

Purpose:  Public  Law  480  states  that  the 
I^sklent  may  utilize  nonprofile 
voluntary  agencies  registered  with 
and  approved  by  the  Agency  for 
Intemational  Development  (AID)  in 
furnishing  food  commodities  to  needy 
persons  outside  the  United  States.  The 
AID  Fonn  No.  1550-4  is  an  instrument 
by  whidi  the  voluntary  agencies 
communicated  their  specific  needs  m 
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this  regard  to  the  U.S.  Government. 
This  form  is  used  by  eligible  nonprofit 
voluntary  agencies  (Volags)  to  request 
food  commodities  for  approved  Public 
Law  480,  title  11  country  programs 
overseas  and  to  furnish  delivery 
instructions  and  other  information 
necessary  to  ship  these  commodities 
to  destination  ports. 

Annual  Reporting  Burden 

Respondents:  22;  annual  responses:  57; 
average  hours  per  response:  .5;  burden 
hours:  627. 

Reviewer:  Lin  Liu  (202)  395-7340,  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget,  room 
3201,  New  Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Dated:  April  27, 1992. 

Elizabeth  Baltimore, 

Information  Support  Services  Di vision. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10604  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  siie-ri-ii 


Housing  Guaranty  Program; 

Investment  Opportunity  Refinancings 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  note 
the  increased  number  of  refinancings  of 
AID  guarantied  loans  ("HG  Loans”), 
advise  prospective  Lenders  of  the 
opportunity  to  participate  in  such 
reHnancings  and  indicate  the  procedures 
AID  will  follow  in  approving 
rehnancings. 

1.  It  is  the  policy  of  AID  to  permit 
Borrowers  to  determine  in  the  first 
instance  whether  reHnancings  are  in 
their  best  interest.  Interested  Lenders  or 
their  representatives  are  invited  to 
approach  Borrowers  directly  and  make 
refinancing  proposals.  At  the  same  time 
AID  is  advising  Borrowers  that  they  may 
wish  to  solicit  competitive  bids  from 


Lenders  to  accomplish  refinancings. 
When  the  Borrower  and  a  Lender  have 
agreed  upon  the  terms  of  a  proposed 
reHnancing,  such  terms  shall  be 
submitted  to  AID  in  writing  with  a 
request  for  AID  approval.  As  a  condition 
for  AID  guarantying  repayment  of  loans 
made  to  refinance  existing  HG  loans, 
and  except  as  AID  may  otherwise  agree, 
all  such  proposals  will  meet  the 
following  terms: 

A.  The  term  of  the  new  loan  may  not 
extend  the  term  of  the  original  loan. 

B.  The  interest  rate  and  fees  must  be 
competitive  with  the  market  for  similar 
loans.  AID  will  have  the  full  discretion 
to  approve  or  disapprove  all  the  terms  of 
the  rebnancing. 

C.  AID  will  have  the  right  to 
determine  the  capacity  of  the  Lender  to 
perform  its  obligations  under  the 
refinancing  agreement. 

D.  The  Riggs  Bank  will  serve  as 
Paying  and  Transfer  Agent  for  the 
reBnancing  loan  and  the  Lender  or 
Borrower  shall  pay  all  costs  associated 
with  these  services  in  accordance  with 
the  standard  AID-approved  Riggs  fee 
schedules. 

E.  It  will  be  the  responsibility  of  the 
Borrower  or  Lender  to  submit  such 
materials  to  AID,  in  connection  with  a 
request  for  AID  approval,  as  may 
reasonably  be  necessary  to  facilitate 
AID  approval  of  each  refinancing. 

It  is  AID’S  policy  to  prefer  competitive 
bidding  among  Lenders  in  refinancing 
situations  and  AID  will  be  advising  the 
Borrowers  of  this  preference.  However, 
direct  negotiations  between  Borrowers 
and  Lenders  are  permitted;  subject  to 
AID  approval  of  the  results  of  these 
negotiations. 

2.  AID  encourages  refinancings  which 
are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  Borrowers 


and  will  waive  all  front  end  fees 
otherwise  charged  by  AID  for  new  HG 
loans.  AID  will  continue  to  receive  a  fee 
of  one  half  of  one  percent  on  the 
outstanding  principal  amount  of  loans 
refinanced. 

3.  Lenders  are  encouraged  to  offer  “no 
points”  refinancings  where  the  interest 
rate  on  the  take  out  loan  will  be 
sufficient  to  pay  all  closing  costs  and 
fees.  It  has  been  AID’S  experience  that 
Borrowers  prefer  refinancings  where 
there  are  no  out  of  pocket  costs 
incurred. 

4.  Attached  is  a  list  of  HG  Loans 
which  may  be  candidates  for 
refinancing.  However,  AID  has  not 
contacted  the  Borrowers  and  makes  no 
representations  whether  such  Borrowers 
will  consider  refinancing  offers.  Copies 
of  relevant  loan  and  guarantee 
documents  are  held  on  file  at  the  Office 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Programs  in 
Washington.  AID  will  not  send  copies  of 
such  documents  to  Lenders,  however, 
these  documents  are  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  by  Lenders 
representatives  by  contacting  Mr.  David 
Grossman  at  the  address  indicated 
below. 

5.  Information  as  to  the  eligibility  of 
Lenders  and  other  aspects  of  the  AID 
Housing  Guaranty  Program  can  be 
obtained  from; 

Mr.  David  Grossman,  PRE/H,  room  401,  SA- 

2.  Office  of  Housing  and  Urban  Programs, 

Washington,  DC  20523-0214,  Fax:  (202) 

663-2552,  Telephone:  (202)  663-2557. 

Dated:  April  28, 1992. 

David  Leibson, 

Acting  Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Programs. 


Country 

HG  loan  No. 

Contract 

date 

Coupon 

(percent) 

Initial 

principal 

Balance  06/ 
30/91 

Final 

maturity 

Biape . 

598-HG-001 

05/08/79 

9.85 

6,000,000 

5,840,648 

09/01/10 

BoHwa . 

511-HG-005 

06/01/80 

11.98 

4,000,000 

3,922,651 

06/01/10 

Botswanaz . 

633-HG-001 

08/01/78 

9.40 

2,400,000 

2,282,628 

09/01/08 

Cabei . 

596-HG-005 

12/22/82 

11.00 

10,000,000 

10,000,000 

12/01/12 

ChHe . 

513-HG-006 

01/26/76 

9.25 

30,000,000 

25,954,242 

12/01/04 

Cote  D'Ivoire . 

681-HG-003B 

11/30/79 

10.00 

12,600,000 

11,970,000 

12/01/09 

Cote  D'Ivoire . 

6ei-HG-004 

05/01/83 

11.75 

20,000,000 

20,000,000 

05/01/13 

Ecuador . 

518-HG-004 

07/23/70 

8,875 

6,000,000 

3,785,087 

12/30/00 

Ecuador . 

518-HG-007 

04/26/89 

9.70 

10,000,000 

10,000,000 

04/01/14 

El  Salvador . 

519-HG-006 

11/01/80 

14.00 

9,500,000 

9,008,407 

11/01/05 

El  Salvador . 

519-HG-006B 

12/17/82 

14.00 

5,500,000 

5,500,000 

07/01/07 

Hortduras . 

522-HG-OOa 

09/09/87 

9.40 

25,000,000 

25,000,000 

09/01/17 

Indonesia . 

497-HG-001 

07/11/89 

9.02 

25,000,000 

25,000,000 

08/01/19 

Jamaica . 

532-HG-009 

12/15/73 

8.75 

10,000,000 

7,494,564 

04/01/03 

Jordan . 

Kenya  . 

278-HG-001 

615-HG-003 

04/15/87 

06/03/75 

8.60 

8.70 

15,000,000 

10,000,000 

15,000,000 

7,925,884 

04/15/17 

01/01/05 

Kenya . 

615-HG-004 

06/03/75 

8.70 

5,000,000 

3,974,014 

04/01/05 

Korea . 

489-HG-003 

07/15/75 

9.00 

25,000,000 

19,544,535 

07/01/01 

Korea . 

489-HG-004 

07/01/76 

8.90 

5,000,000 

3,815,818 

12/01/02 

489-HG-0054 

07/26/76 

8.95 

15,000,000 

12,306,489 

01/01/02 

Lebanon . 

268-HG-001 

07/01/79 

9.94 

15,000,000 

14,605,788 

08/01/09 

Morocco . 

Panama . 

608-HG-001 

525-HG-008 

05/10/90 

06/20/77 

9.28 

8.75 

8,500,000 

3,400,000 

6,500,000 

2,887,739 

05/10/20 

07/01/06 

1  Prepayments 

Dates 

Amount 

Price 

(percent) 

9/1/92 

5,656,572.18 

100 

6/1/92 

3,863,055.51 

100 

9/1/92 

2,198,121.31 

100 

12/1/92 

10,000,000.00 

107 

6/1/92 

25,025,642.62 

100 

12/1/92 

10,710,000.00 

100 

05/01/93 

20,000,000.00 

111.75 

12/31/92 

3,338,710.06 

100 

4/1/99 

100 

11/1/92 

8,469,919.49 

108 

1/1/93 

5,500,000.00 

100 

3/1/98 

25,000,000.00 

109.5 

8/1/99 

25,000,000.00 

109.0 

1/1/93 

6,885,758.56 

100 

4/15/97 

15,000,000.00 

110 

1/1/93 

7,306,685.09 

100 

1/1/93 

3,707,519.44 

100 

7/1/92 

8,818,043.09 

100 

6/1/92 

3,620,116.94 

100 

7/1/92 

11,240,211.65 

100 

8/1/92 

14,149,829.18 

100 

5/10/2005 

6,375,000.00 

100 

1/1/93 

2,711,572.35 

100 
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Country 

HG  loan  No. 

Contract 

date 

Coupon  1 
(percent) 

Baianoe06/  | 
30/91 

Final 

maturity 

IMIVBI 

pdncipai 

DatM 

Amount 

PNoe 

(percent) 

Panama _ 

Peru _ 

52S-HG-009 

S27-HG-O098 

08/01/78 

Oft/20/78 

8.80 

9.70 

15,000,000 

10,000,000 

13,045024 

8,729,784 

02/01/06 

09/01/00 

8/1/92 

9/1/92 

12.504230.97 

9,418,166.64 

100 

too 

Portugal . 

1S0-HG-001 

11/03/75 

920 

20,000,000 

17290016 

01/01/05 

7/1/92 

16036,075.18 

100 

Portugal . . . . 

150-HQ-002 

9/30/77 

8.19 

20,000,000 

18,191000 

02/01/07  . 

8/1/92 

17.337078.13 

100 

Tunisia.™ . 

864-HG-004 

06/01/79 

9.675 

10,000000 

S.736.187 

08/01/09 

8/1/92 

9.429,100.29 

100 

Tunisia . 

e64-HG-00SC 

03/81 /ea 

9.67 

9000,000 

9O00O0O 

03A)1/18 

9/1/98 

8,775,000.00 

100 

Tunisia _  ...j 

684-HG-006 

09/14/89 

&97 

12O00O00 

12000,000 

09/01/19 

8/1/99 

12.50a000.00 

109 

Country  . 

HGIoanNa 

Contract 

date 

Variablerates 

Ini&d 

principal 

Balanca 

06/30/91 

Final 

maturity 

fVapaymonta 

index 

Spread 

Oates 

Amount 

Price 

(percent) 

Jamaica.-.. 

532-HG-011 

03/22/63 

26^1*  T-BiU . 

+  95  BP 

15,000,000 

15,000,000 

10/05/12 

AnyMma 

7,500,000.00 

100 

4/1/93 

7.500,000.00 

112 

Jamaica  ....J 

532-HG-012C 

12/31/87 

26-vA  T-Bifl . -.: 

+  70BP 

12,000,000 

12,000,000 

12/30/17 

7/1/92 

i9nnnnnnnn 

too 

Jamaica . 

S32-HG-014 

03/31/89' 

26^  T-Bill . 

4-  75  BP 

24^000*000 

21^637^74 

03/30/19 

6/30/92 

94  nno  nnn  nn 

too 

Mauritius.... 

642-HG-001 

11/01/85 

+  100  BP 

ioooiooo 

iooofioo 

11/01/15 

8/1/92 

2!ooaooo.oo 

100 

Mauritius.™ 

642-HG-OOia 

11/01/65 

-f  100  BP 

2,000,000 

ZOOOftOO 

11/01/15 

6/1/92 

2.000,000.00 

wo 

Peru.  _ 

S27-HG-O10 

02/24/82 

X  114% 

10,000,000 

9,729724 

02/01/02 

8/1/92 

9,500  000.55 

100 

Portugal . 

150-HG-003 

12/31/86 

-t-  70BP 

i2!soo!ooo 

12!900!oOO 

12/01/16 

9/1/92 

i2!soo!ooaoo 

wo 

Portugal.™. 

1S0-HG-004A 

01/13/88 

4-  100  BP 

12,500,000 

12,500/300 

01/01/18 

7/1/92 

12,50a00000 

100 

Portugal™..^ 

150-HG-005 

12/14/88 

4-  85  6P 

25,000,000 

25/300,000 

06/01/99 

12/1/92 

25,000.000.00 

100 

Sri  Lanka... 

383-H<3-001 

07/28/62 

4-  175  BP 

21XX)0,000 

19,110,000 

06/15/12 

6/15 

18,900,00000 

wo 

Sri  Lanka.- 

3e3-HG-002 

02/21/66 

26-wk  T-BiB _ _ 

4-  50  BP 

14,000,000 

14,000,000 

02/21/16 

2/1/92 

144300,00000 

wo 

Sri  Lanka-. 

383-HG-003 

07/01/87 

13-¥*k  T-Blll . 

4- 65  BP 

15,000,000 

15,000,000 

07/01/17 

7/1/92 

154300,00000 

wo 

Sri  Lanka... 

383-H<3-003B 

07/01/88 

26^(»k  T-Bill . . 

4-95  8P 

10,000,000 

10/300/300 

07/01/18 

7/1/92 

1043004300430 

100 

Zim- 

613-HG-001 

05/19/82 

13-u*  T-BM _ _ 

X  115% 

25/300,000 

25/300,000 

1/1/12 

7/1/92 

25,000000.00 

100 

babwe. 

INTERSTATE  COAMIERCE 
COIMttSSlON 

[Ex  Parte  No.  399] 

Cost  Recovery  Percentaoe 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Publication  of  the  Cost 
Recovery  Percentage/Request  for 
Comments. 

summary:  Section  202  of  the  Staggers 
Rail  Act  of  1980  requires  the 
Commission  to  calculate  an  annual  Cost 
Recovery  Percentage  for  all  railroad 
traffic.  The  CRP  is  a  revenue  to  variable 
cost  percentage  calculated  using 
Uniform  Railroad  Costing  System 
(URCS)  railroad  unit  costs  and  a 
statistical  sample  (the  I.C.C.  Waybill 
Sample)  of  railroad  traffic.  If  the  CRP 
falls  between  170  percent  and  180 
percent  it  becomes  the  iurisdictioaal 
threshold  for  rate  regulation  of  maricet 
dominant  traffic.  Since  the  Commission 
found  that  the  CRFs  calculated  using 
1988, 1989,  and  1990  data  were  ail  in 
excess  of  180  percent  the  jurisdictional 
threshold  remains  at  180  percent 
In  developing  the  CRP,  the  make- 
whole  adjustment  process  (a  method  of 
reapportioning  the  savings  generated  by 
volume  movements)  was  revised  to 
apportkm  muhii^e  car  and  trainload 
movement  savings  on  an  individual 


railroad  rather  than  a  regional  basis. 
Since  we  intended  to  use  tins  procedure 
in  other  waybill  sample  costing 
applications,  ure  are  soliciting  the 
comments  of  interested  parties  on  this 
issue. 

DATES:  Comments  on  the  revisions  to 
the  make-whole  process  are  due  June  5, 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  an  ori^nal  and  10 
copies  of  comments  to:  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Case  Control  Branch. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington,  DC  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  T.  Bono  (202)  927-5720 
Robert  C  Hasek  (202)  927-6239 
[TDD  for  hearing  impaired  (202)  927- 
5721] 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Additional  information  is  contained  in 
the  Commission’s  decision.  To  piuchase 
a  copy  of  the  full  decision  write  to,  call, 
or  pick  up  in  person  from:  Dynamic 
Concepts,  Inc.,  room  2229,  Interstate 
Commerce  Ccunmission  Kidding, 
Washington,  DC  20423,  or  telephone 
(202)  289-4357/4359.  [Assistance  for  the 
hearing  impaired  is  available  through 
TDD  services  (202)  927-5721.] 

This  action  will  not  signfficandy  affect 
either  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  energy  conservation. 

Decided:  April  29, 1992. 


By  the  Conunission,  Chairman  Ailbin,  Vice 
■Chaiiman  Mcdlonald.  Commissioners 
Simmons,  Phillips,  and  Emmett 
Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr.. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10721  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  703S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Lodging  of  Consont  Decrw  Pursuant 
to  the  Clean  Air  Act 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
policy,  28  CFR  S  50  J,  notice  ia  hereby 
given  that  a  proposed  consent  decree  in 
United  States  v.  Diversified 
Environmental  Group,  Civil  Action  No. 
88-7718,  was  lodged  on  May  1, 1992  with 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  Pennsylvania. 
Defendants  Diversihed  Kivironmenlal 
Qroup  and  LVI  Environmental  Services, 
Inc.,  failed  to  comply  with  requirements 
of  section  112  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  that 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(“EPA")  be  properly  notiBed  of 
demoliticm  or  renovation  operations. 
Defendants  failed  to  provide  adequate 
notiflcation  to  EPA  regarding  operations 
conducted  at  over  20  sites  in 
Pennsylvania,  Maiyland,  Delaware, 
Virginia,  and  the  IMstrict  of  Colombia. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  requires 
the  defendants  to  comply  in  full  with  the 
notification  requirements  contained  in 
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40  CFR  61.146.  Pursuant  to  the  proposed 
decree,  defendants  have  escrowed 
$36,000  in  civil  penalties  for  the 
violations  which,  along  with 
accumulated  interest,  will  be  paid  to  the 
United  States  Treasury. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will 
receive,  for  a  period  of  thirty  (30)  days 
from  the  date  of  this  publication, 
comments  relating  to  the  proposed 
consent  decree.  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Assistant  Attorney 
General  for  the  Environment  and 
Natural  Resources  Division,  Department 
of  Justice,  Washington,  DC  20530,  and 
should  refer  to  United  States  v. 
Diversified  Environmental  Group,  D.J. 
reference  #90-5-2-1-1266. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  Office  of  the  United 
States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Pennsylvania,  615  Chestnut  Street, 
13th  Floor,  suite  1300,  Philadelphia  Life 
Building,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania 
19106;  the  Region  III  Office  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  841 
Chestnut  Building,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19107;  and  at  the 
Environmental  Enforcement  Section 
Document  Center,  601  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Box  1097,  Washington, 
DC  20004,  (202)  347-2072.  A  copy  of  the 
proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
obtained  in  person  or  by  mail  from  the 
Document  Center.  In  requesting  a  copy, 
please  enclose  a  check  in  the  amount  of 
$5.75  (25  cents  per  page  reproduction 
costs),  payable  to  the  Consent  Decree 
Library. 

John  C.  Cniden, 

Section  Chief,  Environmental  Enforcement 
Section,  Environment  and  Natural  Resources 
Division. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10696  Filed  5-6-92:  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  441(M)1-M 


Lodging  of  Consent  Degree  Pursuant 
to  the  Clean  Air  Act 

In  accordance  with  the  policy  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  28  CFR  50.7, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  proposed 
Consent  Decree  in  United  States  v.  Haili 
Christian  School,  Civ.  No.  92-00249- 
DAE,  was  lodged  on  April  27, 1992,  with 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Hawaii.  That  action  was 
brought  against  defendants  pursuant  to 
the  Clean  Air  Act  for  violations  of  the 
National  Emission  Standards  for 
Hazardous  Air  Pollutants  (NESHAPs) 
for  asbestos,  which  occurred  during 
asbestos  removal  from  a  school  in  Hilo, 
Hawaii. 

Under  this  Consent  Decree,  the 
defendant  is  required  to  pay  a  civil 
penalty  of  $13,000,  plus  interest,  over  a 
period  of  three  years.  In  addition,  the 


defendant  must  comply  with  the 
asbestos  NESHAP  and  a  prescribed 
asbestos  management  and  training 
program  if  it  engages  in  the  regulated 
activity  in  the  future. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
comments  relating  to  the  proposed 
Consent  Decree  for  a  period  of  30  days 
from  the  date  of  this  publication. 
Comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General  of  the 
Environment  and  Natural  Resources 
Division,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  DC  20530.  All  comments 
should  refer  to  United  States  v.  Haili 
Christian  School,  D.J.  Ref.  90-5-2-1- 
1445. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  office  of  the  United 
States  Attorney,  room  C-242,  U.S. 
Courthouse,  300  Ala  Moana  Blvd., 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  96850;  at  the  Region 
IX  office  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  75  Hawthorne  Street, 
San  Francisco,  California  94103;  and  at 
the  Environmental  Enforcement  Section 
Document  Center,  601  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Box  1097,  Washington,  DC 
20004,  202-347-2072.  A  copy  of  the 
proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
obtained  in  person  or  by  mail  from  the 
Document  Center.  In  requesting  a  copy, 
please  enclose  a  check  in  the  amount  of 
$9.50  for  the  decree  plus  its  attachments 
(25  cents  per  page  reproduction  costs) 
payable  to  the  Consent  Decree  Library. 
When  requesting  a  copy,  please  refer  to 
United  States  v.  Haili  Christian  School, 
D.J.  Ref.  90-5-2-1-1445. 

John  C.  Cruden, 

Chief,  Environmental  Enforcement  Section 
Environment  and  Natural  Resources  Division. 
(FR  Doc.  92-10661  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  441I>-01-M 


Lodging  of  Consent  Decree 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  April 
29, 1992,  a  proposed  Consent  Decree 
was  lodged  with  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Michigan,  Southern  Division  in  United 
States  V.  Northway  Industries,  Inc.  & 
Mark  T.  Wayde,  Civil  Action  No.  90- 
CV-73102-DT,  an  action  brought 
pursuant  to  section  3008  of  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  6928  alleging  violations  of  the 
Act,  and  regulations  promulgated 
pursuant  to  the  Act  applicable  to 
generators  of  hazardous  wastes.  The 
proposed  Consent  Decree  would  resolve 
those  violations  by  requiring  Mark 
Wayde,  Vice  President  and  General 
Manager  of  Northway  Industries  to  pay 
a  civil  penalty.  Northway  Industries  was 
liquidated  in  bankruptcy  in  1989. 


The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
comments  on  the  proposed  Consent 
Decree  for  30  days  following  the 
publication  of  this  Notice.  Comments 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General  for  the  Environment 
and  Natural  Resources  Division, 
Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  DC 
20530,  and  should  refer  to  United  States 
V.  North  way  Industries,  Inc.  and  Mark 
T.  Wayde,  D.J.  Reference  Number  90-7- 
1-546.  The  proposed  Consent  Decree 
may  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
United  States  Attorney  (Civil  Division) 
for  the  Eastern  District  of  Michigan, 
Room  817  Federal  Building,  231  West 
Lafayette,  Detroit,  Michigan  48226,  and 
at  the  Environmental  Enforcement 
Section  Document  48226,  and  at  the 
Environmental  Enforcement  Section 
Document  Center,  601  Pennsylvania 
Ave.,  Box  1097,  Washington,  DC  20044. 
(202-347-2072).  A  copy  of  the  proposed 
Consent  Decree  may  be  obtained  in 
person  or  by  mail  from  the  Document 
Center.  In  requesting  a  copy,  please 
enclose  a  check  in  the  amount  of  $1.50 
(25  cents  per  page  reproduction  costs) 
payable  to  the  “Consent  Decree 
Library". 

John  C.  Creech, 

Chief.  Environmental  Enforcement  Section, 
Environment  &  Natural  Resources  Division. 
(FR  Doc.  92-10658  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


Antitrust  Division 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Cooperative 
Research  Act  of  1984;  Petrotechnical 
Open  Software  Corp. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  April 
14, 1992,  pursuant  to  section  6(a]  of  the 
National  Cooperative  Research  Act  of 
1984, 15  U.S.C.  4301,  et  seq.  (“the  Act”), 
Petrotechnical  Open  Software 
Corporation  (“POSC")  has  filed  written 
notifications  simultaneously  with  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  disclosing  changes  in  its 
membership.  The  notifications  were 
filed  for  the  purpose  of  invoking  the 
protections  of  the  Act  limiting  the 
recovery  of  antitrust  plaintiffs  to  actual 
damages  under  specified  circumstances. 

Specifically,  the  notification  stated 
that  the  following  additional  parties 
have  become  new,  non-voting  members 
of  POSC; 

DRD  Corporation,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma; 

Norsk  Hydro  A.S.,  Stabekk,  Norway: 

Intera  Information  Technologies  Inc.,  Henley- 
on-Thames,  Oxon,  United  Kingdom; 
Informatique  Petroliere  Scientifique,  Centre 
“Le  Charlebourg",  92711  Colombes 
Cedex,  France; 
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The  British  Geological  Survey,  Keyworth, 
Nottingham,  United  Kingdom; 

Phillips  Petroleum  Company,  Bartlesville, 
Oklahoma; 

Nancy  School  of  Geology,  54501  Vandoeuvre 
Cedex,  France; 

Repsol  Exploracion,  S.A.,  Madrid,  Spain; 
PetroVision  Inc.,  Los  Altos,  California; 

Shell  Development  Company,  Houston, 

Texas. 

No  other  changes  have  been  made  in 
either  the  membership  or  planned 
activity  of  POSC. 

On  )anuai7  14, 1991,  POSC  filed  its 
original  notifications  pursuant  to  section 
6(a]  of  the  Act.  The  Department  of 
Justice  (the  "Department”)  published  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  pursuant 
to  section  6(b)  of  the  Act  on  February  7, 
1991,  56  FR  5021.  On  April  19, 1991,  July 

19. 1991,  October  21, 1991,  and  January 

21. 1992,  POSC  filed  additional  written 
notifications.  The  Department  published 
notices  in  the  Federal  Register  in 
response  to  these  additional 
notifications  on  May  7, 1991,  (56  FR 
21176),  August  13, 1991,  (56  FR  38465), 
November  14, 1991,  (56  FR  57902),  and 
March  25, 1992,  (57  FR  10383), 
respectively. 

Joseph  H.  Widmar, 

Director  of  Operations,  Antitrust  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10660  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4410-01-H 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

Advisory  Policy  Board,  National  Crime 
Information  Center,  Meeting 

The  Advisory  Policy  Board  of  the 
National  Crime  Information  Center 
(NCIC)  will  meet  on  June  3-4, 1992,  from 
9  a.m.  until  5  p.m.  at  the  St.  Anthony 
Hotel,  300  East  Travis,  San  Antonio, 
Texas,  telephone  (512)  227-4392. 

The  topics  to  be  discussed  will 
include  the  progress  of  the  NCIC  2000 
project,  the  revitalization  of  the  FBI 
Identification  Division,  and  other 
operational  matters. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  a  first-come,  first-seated  basis.  Any 
member  of  the  public  may  file  a  written 
statement  with  the  Advisory  Policy 
Board  before  or  after  the  meeting. 
Anyone  wishing  to  address  a  session  of 
the  meeting  should  notify  the  Advisory 
Committee  Management  Officer,  Mr. 
William  A.  Bayse,  FBI,  at  least  24  hours 
prior  to  the  start  of  the  session.  The 
notification  may  be  by  mail,  telegram, 
cable,  or  a  hand-delivered  note.  It 
should  contain  the  name,  corporate 
designation,  consumer  affiliation,  or 
Government  designation,  along  with  a 
capsulized  version  of  the  statement  and 
an  outline  of  the  material  to  be  offered. 


A  person  will  be  allowed  not  more  than 
15  minutes  to  present  a  topic,  except 
with  the  special  approval  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board. 

Inquiries  may  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
David  F.  Nemecek,  Committee 
Management  Liaison  Officer,  NCIC, 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  9th 
Street  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20535,  telephone 
number  202-324-2606, 

Dated:  April  30, 1992. 

William  S.  Sessions, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10605  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  92-281 

NASA  Advisory  Council  (NAC),  Space 
Science  and  Applications  Advisory 
Committee  (SSAAC);  Meeting 

agency:  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Public 
Law  92-463,  as  amended,  the  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 
announces  a  forthcoming  meeting  of  the 
NASA  Advisory  Council,  Space  Science 
and  Applications  Advisory  Committee. 
DATES:  May  27, 1992,  8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.; 
May  28, 1992,  8:30  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m.;  and 
May  29, 1992,  8:30  a.m.  to  2  p.m. 
ADDRESSES:  The  National  Aeronautics 
and  Space  Administration,  600 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  room  226, 
Washington,  DC  20546. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Mr.  Joseph  K.  Alexander,  Code  S, 
National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration,  Washington,  DC  20546 
(202/453-1430). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Space  Science  and  Applications 
Advisory  Committee  consults  with  and 
advises  the  NASA  Office  of  Space 
Science  and  Applications  (OSSA)  on 
long-range  plans  for,  work  in  progress 
on,  and  accomplishments  of  NASA’s 
Space  Science  and  Applications 
programs.  The  Committee  will  meet  to 
discuss  the  OSSA  status  overview. 
Fiscal  Year  1993  and  1994  budgets,  the 
Announcement  of  Opportunity  (AO)/ 
NASA  Research  Announcement  (N^) 
process,  and  future  issues.  The 
Committee  is  chaired  by  Dr.  Berrien 
Moore  and  is  composed  of  25  members. 
The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
from  4:30  p.m.  to  5:30  p.m.  on  May  28, 


1992,  for  a  discussion  of  the 
qualifications  of  additional  candidates 
for  membership.  Such  a  discussion 
would  invade  the  privacy  of  the 
candidates  and  other  individuals 
involved.  Since  this  discussion  will  be 
concerned  with  matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c](6],  it  has  been  determined  that 
the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
for  this  period  of  time.  The  remainder  of 
the  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  up 
to  the  capacity  of  the  room 
(approximately  50  persons  including 
Committee  members).  It  is  imperative 
that  the  meeting  be  held  on  these  dates 
to  accommodate  the  scheduling 
priorities  of  the  key  participants. 

TYPE  OF  meeting:  Open— except  for  a 
closed  session  as  noted  in  the  agenda 
below. 

Agenda 

Wednesday,  May  27 

8:30  a.m. — Committee  Business. 

8:45  a.m. — OSSA  Status  Report  and  FY 

1993  and  1994  Budget  Overviews. 

10  a.m. — Committee  Discussion  with  the 
Administrator. 

11  a.m. — OSSA  Space  Station  Freedom 
Science  Strategy. 

1:15  p.m. — Conunittee  Discussion  of  FY 

1994  Initiatives. 

4:15  p.m. — Committee  Review  of 
Research  and  Analysis  Program. 

5  p.m. — Adjourn. 

Thursday,  May  28 

8:30  a.m. — Committee  Business. 

8:45  a.m. — Review  of  the  AO/NRA 
Process. 

9:15  a.m. — Assessments  of  Restructuring 
the  Ongoing  Program. 

11  a.m. — Subcommittee  Reports. 

4:30  p.m. — Closed  Session  on 
Membership. 

5:30  p.m. — Adjourn. 

Friday,  May  29 

8:30  a.m. — Writing  Group  Work 
Sessions. 

11  a.m. — Committee  Discussion  of 
Writing  Group  Material, 

2  p.m. — Adjourn. 

Dated:  May  1, 1992. 

John  W.  Gaff, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10651  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Special  Emphasis  Panel  In  Electrical 
and  Communications  Systems; 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  92-463, 
as  amended),  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Special  Emphasis  Panel  in  Electrical 
and  Communications  Systems. 

Date  and  Time:  May  27, 1992;  8:30  a.nu  to  5 
p.m. 

Place:  Room  540,  National  Science 
Foimdation  (NSF),  1800  G  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20550. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  Peter  Sauer.  Program 
Director,  Division  of  Electrical  and 
Communications  Systems,  NSF,  1800  G 
Street,  NW.,  room  1151,  Washington,  DC 
20550.  Telephone:  (202)  357-9618. 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  To  provide  advice  and 
recommendations  concerning  proposals 
submitted  to  NSF  for  financial  support. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate  research 
proposals  submitted  to  the  Research 
Initiation  Award  (RIA)  and  Research 
Equipment  Grant  (REG)  Programs. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  proposals  being 
reviewed  include  information  of  a  proprietary 
or  confidential  nature,  including  technical 
information;  financial  data,  such  as  salaries; 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the  proposals. 
These  matters  are  exempt  under  5  U.S.C. 
552b.(c]  (4)  and  (8)  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act 

Dated:  May  4, 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10672  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
BHUNG  code  7SS6-0t-M 


Special  Emphasis  Panel  in  Electrical 
and  Communications  Systems; 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  92-463, 
as  amended),  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting; 

Name:  Special  Emphasis  Panel  in  Electrical 
and  Communications  Systems. 

Date  and  Time:  May  27  &  28  1992;  8:30  a.m. 
to  5  p.m. 

Place:  Room  1133,  National  Science 
Foundation  (NSF),  1800  G  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20550. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  Brian  Clifton,  Program 
Director,  Division  of  Electrical  and 
Communications  Systems,  NSF,  1800  G 
Street,  NW.,  room  1151,  Washington,  DC 
20550.  Telephone:  (202)  357-9618. 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  To  provide  advice  and 
recommendations  concerning  proposals 
submitted  to  NSF  for  financial  support. 


Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate  research 
proposals  submitted  to  the  Research 
Initiation  and  Engineering  Equipment 
Program. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  proposals  being 
reviewed  include  information  of  a  proprietary 
or  confidential  nature,  including  technical 
information;  fmancial  data,  such  as  salaries; 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the  proposals. 
These  matters  are  exempt  under  5  U.S.C. 
552b.(c)(4)  and  (8)  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act. 

Dated:  May  4, 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10674  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  7SS5-01-M 


Advisory  Panel  for  Engineering 
Centers  Divisions;  Meetings 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463, 
as  amended),  the  National  Science 
Foundation  (NSF)  announces  the 
following  four  meetings: 

Name:  Advisory  Panel  for  Engineering 
Centers  Divisions. 

Date  S'  Time:  May  28-29, 1992;  8:30  a.m.  to  5 
p.m. 

Place:  Texas  A&M  University,  College 
Station.  TX  77845. 

Contact:  Dr.  Frederick  Betz,  Program 
Director,  NSF,  Engineering  Centers  Division, 
rm.  1121,  Washington,  DC  20550.  Telephone: 
(202)  357-0707, 

Agenda:  Site  visit  to  review  and  evaluate 
the  Engineering  Research  Center  for  Onshore 
Technology. 

Date  S’  Time:  June  2-3, 1992:  8:30  a.m.  to  5 
p.m. 

Place:  North  Carolina  State  University, 
Raleigh.  NC  27695-7911. 

Contact:  Dr.  Joseph  Mathias,  Program 
Director.  NSF,  (202)  357-9707. 

Agenda:  Site  visit  to  review  and  evaluate 
the  Engineering  Research  Center  for 
Advanced  Electronic  Materials  Processing. 

Date  Sr  Time:  June  9-10, 1992;  8:30  a.m.  to  5 
p.m. 

Place:  University  of  Minnesota, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55455. 

Contact:  Dr.  Tapan  Mukherjee,  Program 
Director.  NSF.  (202)  357-9707. 

Agenda:  Site  visit  to  review  and  evaluate 
the  Engineering  Research  Center  for 
Interfacial  Engineering. 

Date  S'  Time:  June  25-26, 1992;  8:30  a.m.  to  5 
p.m. 

Place:  University  of  Wisconsin,  Madison, 
WI  53706. 

Contract:  Dr.  Tapan  Mukherjee,  Program 
Director.  NSF.  (202)  357-9707. 

Agenda:  Site  visit  to  review  and  evaluate 
the  Engineering  Research  Center  for  Plasma- 
Aided  Manufacturing. 

Types  of  Meetings:  Closed. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  purpose  of  the 
meetings  is  to  review  and  evaluate 
engineering  research  projects.  Because  the 
projects  being  reviewed  include  information 


of  a  proprietary  or  confidential  nature, 
including  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal 
information  concerning  individuals 
associated  with  the  projects.  These  matters 
are  exempt  under  5  U.S.C.  552b.(c)(4)  and  (6) 
of  the  Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act. 

Dated;  May  4, 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  W'inkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10678  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  7555-01-M 


Advisory  Committee  for  International 
Programs;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  Public  Law 
92-463  (as  amended),  the  National 
Science  Foundation  announces  the 
following  meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Committee  for 
International  Programs. 

Date  and  Time:  May  28, 1992,  9  a.m.  to  5 
p.m.;  May  29. 1992,  8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

Place:  National  Science  Foundation,  1800  G 
Street,  NW.,  room  540,  Washington,  DC 
20550. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Open. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  Marcel  Bardon, 

Director,  Division  of  International  Programs, 
National  Science  Foundation,  Washington, 

DC  20550.  Telephone  (202)  853-5387. 

Minutes:  May  be  obtained  from  contact 
person  listed  above. 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  To  provide  advice, 
recommendations,  and  oversight  related  to 
support  for  international  cooperation  in 
science  and  engineering. 

Agenda: 

•  Goals  and  current  issues  of  the  Division 
of  International  Programs 

•  Relations  of  the  Division  of  International 
Programs  to  the  rest  of  NSF 

•  New  Initiatives  in  International  Programs 
for  FY 1993 

•  Realignment  of  International  Priorities. 

Dated:  May  4, 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10673  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  755S-41-M 


Special  Emphasis  Panel  in  Materials 
Research;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  92-463 
as  amended),  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meetings: 

Name:  Special  Emphasis  Panel  in  Materials 
Research  (DMR). 

Dates  and  Times: 

The  list  of  MRG  Site  Visits  follows: 
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1.  Arizona  State  University,  05/26/92  7pin-9pm 
Department  of  Chemis-  05/27/92  8am-5pm 
try,  Tempe,  Arizona 

85287. 

2.  Columbia  University,  De-  06/01/92  7pm-8pm 
partment  of  Applied  06/02/92  eam-5pm 
Physics,  New  York,  New 

York  10027. 

3.  University  of  Wisconsin,  06/03/92  7pm-9pm 
Department  of  Metallur-  06/04/92  8am-5pm 
gical  ft  Mineral  Engineer¬ 
ing,  Madison,  Wisconsin 

53706. 

4.  University  of  Minnesota,  06/08/92  7pm-9pm 
School  of  Physics  ft  As-  06/09/92  8am-5pm 
tronomy,  Minneapolis, 

Minnesota  55455. 

5.  Brown  University,  06/15/92  7pm-9pm 
Center  for  Advanced  06/16/92  8ani-5pm 
Materials  Research, 

Providence,  Rhode  Island 
02912. 

6.  Michigan  State  Universi-  06/17/92  7pm-9pm 
ty.  Department  of  Chem-  06/18/92  8am-5pm 
istry.  East  Lansing, 

Michigan  48824. 

7.  Case  Western  Research  06/22/92  7pm-9pm 
University,  Department  06/23/92  8am-5pm 
of  Chemical  Engineering, 

Cleveland,  Ohio  44106. 


Types  of  Meetings:  Closed. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  John  C.  Hurt,  Program 
Director,  Materials  Research  Groups 
Program,  Division  of  Materials  Research, 
room  408,  National  Science  Foundation, 
Washington,  DC  20550.  Telephone  (202)  357- 
9791. 

Purpose  of  Meetings:  To  provide  advice 
and  recommendations  concerning  support  for 
Materials  Research  Groups. 

Agenda:  To  perform  a  site  visit,  examine 
proposals,  reviewer’s  evaluations  and  make 
recommendations  for  new  and  renewal 
awards  for  Materials  Research  Groups  in  FY 
1992  competition. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  proposals  being 
reviewed  include  information  of  a  proprietary 
or  confidential  nature,  including  technical 
information,  financial  data  such  as  salaries, 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the  proposals. 
These  matters  are  exempt  under  5  U.S.C.  552 
b.(c](4)  and  (6)  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act. 

Dated:  May  4, 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10671  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  7555-01-M 

Special  Emphasis  Panel  in  Mechanical 
and  Structural  Systems;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463, 
as  amended),  the  National  Science 
Foundation  (NSF)  announces  the 
following  two  meetings: 

Name:  Special  Emphasis  Panel  in 
Mechanical  and  Structural  Systems. 

Date  and  Time:  June  16-17, 1992;  8:30  a.m. 
to  5  p.m. 

Place:  Room  500-D,  NSF,  1110  Vermont 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20550. 


Contact  Person:  Dr.  Mehmet  T.  Tumay, 
Program  Director,  NSF,  1800  G  Street,  NW., 
room  1108,  Washington,  DC  20550. 

Telephone:  (202)  357-9542. 

Agenda:  'To  review  and  evaluate 
Mechanical  and  Structural  Systems  NSF 
RIA/REG  proposals. 

Date  and  Time:  June  18-19, 1992;  8:30  a.m. 
to  5  p.m. 

Place:  Room  500-B,  NSF,  1110  Vermont 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20550. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  Mehmet  T.  Tumay, 
Program  Director,  NSF,  1800  G  Street,  NW., 
room  1108,  Washington,  DC  20550. 

Telephone:  (202)  357-9542. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate 
Mechanical  and  Structural  Systems  NSF  IIA 
proposals. 

Types  of  Meetings:  Closed. 

Purpose  of  Meetings:  To  provide  advice 
and  recommendations  concerning  proposals 
submitted  to  NSF  for  financial  support. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  proposals  being 
reviewed  include  information  of  a  proprietary 
or  conHdential  nature,  including  technical 
information;  hnancial  data,  such  as  salaries; 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the  proposals. 
These  matters  are  exempt  from  5  U.S.C. 
552b.(c)  (4)  and  (6)  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act. 

Dated:  May  4, 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10679  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  75S5-01-M 

Special  Emphasis  Panel  in  Networking 
and  Communications  Research  and 
Infrastructure;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  92-463, 
as  amended],  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Special  Emphasis  Panel  in 
Networking  and  Communications  Research 
and  Infrastructure. 

Date  and  Time:  May  28-29, 1992;  8:30  a.m. 
to  5  p.m. 

Place:  Rooms  417  and  523,  National 
Science  Foundation,  1800  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20550. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  Aubrey  Bush,  NCR 
Program,  National  Science  Foundation,  room 
416,  Washington,  DC  20550.  Telephone:  (202) 
357-9717, 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  To  provide  advice  and 
recommendations  concerning  proposals 
submitted  to  NSF  for  Bnancial  support. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate  proposals 
submitted  to  the  Networking  and 
Commimications  Research  Program. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  proposals  being 
reviewed  include  information  of  a  proprietary 
or  conBdential  nature,  including  technical 
information;  Bnancial  data,  such  as  salaries; 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the  proposals. 


These  matters  are  exempt  under  5  U.S.C* 
552b.  (c)(4)  and  (6)  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act. 

Dated:  May  4, 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10677  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  7S55-01-W 


Proposal  Review  Panel  for 
Undergraduate  Science,  Engineering, 
and  Mathematics  Education;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463, 
as  amended),  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Proposal  Review  Panel  for 
Undergraduate  Science,  Engineering,  & 
Mathematics  Education. 

Date  and  Time:  June  17, 1992;  7:30  p.m.  to  9 
p.m.:  June  18, 1992;  8  a.m.  to  5  p.m.;  )une  19, 
1992;  8  a.m.  to  4  p.m. 

Place:  Dupont  Plaza  Hotel,  1500  New 
Hampshire  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  William  Haver, 
Program  Director,  1800  G  Street,  NW.,  rm 
1210,  Washington,  DC  20550  Telephone:  (202) 
357-7051. 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  To  provide  advice  and 
recommendations  concerning  proposals 
submitted  to  NSF  for  financial  support. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate 
unsolicited  proposals  submitted  to  the 
Undergraduate  Faculty  Enhancement 
Program. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  proposal  being 
reviewed  include  information  of  a  proprietary 
or  confidential  nature,  including  technical 
information;  financial  data,  such  as  salaries; 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the  proposals. 
These  matters  are  exempt  under  5  U.S.C.  552 
b.  (c)  (4)  and  (6)  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act. 

Dated:  May  4, 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10676  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  7555-41-41 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Documents  Containing  Reporting  or 
Recordkeeping  Requirements:  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  Review 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  review  of 
information  collection. 
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SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  has  recently 
submitted  to  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB)  for  review  the 
following  proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35). 

1.  Type  of  Submission,  New,  Revision, 

or  Extension;  Revision. 

2.  The  Title  of  the  Information 

Collection: 

NRC  Form  327 — Special  Nuclear 
Material  (SNM)  and  Source 
Material  (SM)  Physical  Inventory 
Summary  Report  and 
NUREG/BR-0096 — Instructions  and 
Guidance  for  Completing  Physical 
Inventory  Summary  Reports 

3.  The  Form  Number  if  Applicable;  NRC 

Form  327. 

4.  How  Often  the  Collection  is  Required: 

The  frequency  of  reporting 
corresponds  to  the  frequency  of 
required  inventories,  which  depends 
essentially  on  the  strategic 
significance  of  the  SNM  covered  by 
the  particular  license.  Certain 
licensees  possessing  strategic  SNM 
are  required  to  report  inventories 
every  two  months.  Licensees 
possessing  SNM  of  moderate 
strategic  significance  must  report 
every  six  months.  Licensees 
possessing  SNM  of  low  strategic 
significance  must  report  annually. 

5.  Who  Will  be  Required  or  Asked  to 

Report:  Fuel  facility  licensees 
possessing  special  nuclear  material 
and  uranium  enrichment  facility 
licensees  possessing  source 
material. 

6.  An  Estimate  of  the  Number  of 

Responses:  23. 

7.  An  Estimate  of  the  Total  Number  of 

Hours  Needed  to  Complete  the 
Requirement  or  Request’  4.26  hours 
per  response  for  12  respondents. 

The  total  annual  burden  for  the 
industry  is  98  hours. 

8.  An  Indication  of  Whether  Section 

3504(h),  Pub.  L  96-511  Applies:  Not 
applicable. 

9.  Abstract:  NRC  Form  327  is  submitted 

by  fuel  facility  licensees  to  account 
for  special  nuclear  material.  The 
data  is  used  by  NRC  to  assess 
licensee  material  control  and 
accounting  programs. 

Copies  of  the  submittal  may  be 
inspected  or  obtained  for  a  fee  from  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room,  2120  L 
Street,  NW.  (Lower  Level),  Washington, 
DC. 

Comments  and  questions  may  be 
directed  by  mail  to  the  OMB  reviewer: 
Ronald  Minsk,  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  (3150-0139),  NEOB- 


3019,  Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Comments  may  also  be  communicated 
by  telephone  at  (202)  395-3084. 

The  NRC  Clearance  Officer  is  Brenda 
Jo.  Shelton,  (301)  492-8132. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  28th  day 
of  April  1992. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Gerald  F.  Cranford, 

Designated  Senior  Official  for  Information 
Resources  Management 
(FR  Doc.  92-10700  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  7S90-«1-« 


Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Regional  Programs;  Meeting 

The  ACRS  Subcommittee  on  Regional 
Programs  will  hold  a  meeting  on  May  20, 
1992,  at  the  Region  V  Office,  1450  Maria 
Lane,  Walnut  Creek,  CA. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to 
public  attendance,  with  the  exception  of 
a  portion  that  may  be  closed  to  discuss 
privileged  and/or  proprietary 
information  [5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(4)]. 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  follows:  Wednesday,  May 
20, 1992-8:30  a.m.  until  the  conclusion  of 
business. 

The  Subcommittee  will  discuss  the 
activities  of  the  NRC  Region  V  Office. 

Oral  statements  may  be  presented  by 
members  of  the  public  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Subcommittee 
Chairman:  written  statements  will  be 
accepted  and  made  available  to  the 
Committee.  Recordings  will  be  permitted 
only  during  those  portions  of  the 
meeting  when  a  transcript  is  being  kept, 
and  questions  may  be  asked  only  by 
members  of  the  Subcommittee,  its 
consultants,  and  staff.  Persons  desiring 
to  make  oral  statements  should  notify 
the  ACRS  staff  member  named  below  as 
far  in  advance  as  is  practicable  so  that 
appropriate  arrangements  can  be  made. 

During  the  initial  portion  of  the 
meeting,  the  Subcommittee,  along  with 
any  of  its  consultants  who  may  be 
present,  may  exchange  preliminary 
views  regarding  matters  to  be 
considered  during  the  balance  of  the 
meeting. 

The  Subcommittee  will  then  hear 
presentations  by  and  hold  discussions 
with  representatives  of  the  NRC  Region 
V  Office,  its  consultants,  and  other 
interested  persons  regarding  this  review. 

Further  information  regarding  topics 
to  be  discussed,  the  scheduling  of 
sessions  open  to  the  public,  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  or 
rescheduled,  the  Chairman’s  ruling  on 
requests  for  the  opportunity  to  present 
oral  statements  and  the  time  allotted 


therefor  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid 
telephone  call  to  the  cognizant  ACRS 
staff  engineer,  Mr.  Paul  Boehnert 
(telephone  301/492-8558)  between  7:30 
a.m.  and  4:15  pm.  Persons  planning  to 
attend  this  meeting  are  urged  to  contact 
the  above  named  individual  one  or  two 
days  before  the  scheduled  meeting  to  be 
advised  of  any  changes  in  schedule,  etc., 
that  may  have  occurred. 

Dated:  April  30, 1992. 

Sam  Duraiswamy, 

Chief,  Nuclear  Reactors  Branch. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10698  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BtUJNQ  CODE  rsso-ai-n 


[Byproduct  Materials  License  No.  48- 
16296-01,  Docket  No.  30-10749-OM;  ASLBP 
No.  92-652-01-M;  EA  90-085] 

Midweat  Inspection  Service,  Ltd^ 
Replacement  of  Presiding  Officer 

Pursuant  to  delegation  by  the 
Commission  dated  December  29, 1972, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  37  FR 
28710  (1972),  and  §§  2.105,  2.700,  2.702, 
2,714,  2.714a,  2.717  and  2.721  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations,  all  as 
amended,  an  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  is  being  established  in 
this  proceeding  replacing  the  Presiding 
Officer,  Administrative  Law  Judge  Ivan 
W.  Smith. 

The  Board  consists  of  the  following 
Administrative  Judges: 

Ivan  W.  Smith,  Chairman,  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington,  DC 
20555 

Richard  F.  Cole,  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  Panel  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555 
Peter  S.  Lam,  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Bo€ud  Panel,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555. 

Issued  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  30th  day 
of  April  1992. 

Robert  M.  Lazo, 

Acting  Chief  Administrative  Judge,  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  Panel. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10697  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  759(MI1-H 


[Byproduct  Materials  License  No.  48- 
16296-01,  Docket  Na  30-10749-ClvP; 
ASLBP  No.  91-649-04-ClvP;  EA  90-152] 

Midwest  inspection  Service,  LtcL; 
Replacement  of  Presiding  Officer 

Pursuant  to  delegation  by  the 
Commission  dated  December  29, 1972, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  37  FR 
28710  (1972),  and  Sections  2.105,  2.70a 
2.702,  2.714,  2.714a,  2.717  and  2.721  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations,  all  as 
amended,  an  Atomic  Safety  and 
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Licensing  Board  is  being  established  in 
this  proceeding  replacing  the  Presiding 
officer.  Administrative  Law  Judge  Ivan 
W.  Smith. 

The  Board  consists  of  the  following 
Administrative  Judges: 

Ivan  W.  Smith,  Chairman,  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington,  DC 
Z0555 

Richard  F.  Cole,  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  Panel.  US.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commissimi.  Washington.  DC  20555 
Peter  S.  Lam.  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  Panel  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555. 

Issued  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  30th  day 
of  April  1992. 

Robert  M.  Laso, 

Acting  Chief  Administrative  Judge,  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  Panel 
[FR  Doc.  92-10699  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BHJJNQ  CODE  TSSO-OI-M 


RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

Agency  Forms  Submitted  for  0MB 
Review 

agency:  Railroad  Retirement  Board. 
action:  In  accordance  with  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44 
U.S.C.  chapter  35),  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Board  has  submitted  the 
following  proposal(s]  for  the  collection 
of  information  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  for  review  and 
approval. 


Summary  of  Proposalfs) 

(1)  Collection  title:  Application  for 
Search  of  Census  Records  (For 
Railroad  Retirement  purposes  only). 

(2)  Form(s)  submitted:  G-256. 

(3)  OMB  Number:  3220-0106. 

(4)  Expiration  date  of  current  OMB 
clearance:  Three  years  from  date  of 
OMB  approval. 

(5)  Type  of  request-  Extension  of  the 
expiration  date  of  a  currently 
approved  collection  without  any 
change  in  the  substance  or  in  the 
method  of  collection. 

(6)  Frequency  of  response:  On  occasion. 

(7)  Respondents:  In^viduals  or 
households. 

(8)  Estimated  annual  number  of 
respondents:  200. 

(9)  Total  annual  responses:  2XXI. 

(10)  Average  time  per  response:  .107 
hours. 

(11)  Total  annual  reporting  hours:  33. 

(12)  Collection  description:  Under  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act,  an 
application  for  benefits  based  on  age 
must  be  supported  by  proof  of  the  age 
claimed.  The  application  will  obtain 
proof  of  an  applicant’s  age  fiom  the 


Bureau  of  the  Census  when  other 
evidence  is  unavailable. 

Additional  Information  or  Comments 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  can  be  obtained 
from  Dennis  Eagan,  the  agency 
clearance  officer  (312-751-4693). 
Comments  regarding  the  information 
collection  should  be  addressed  to 
Ronald  J.  Hodapp,  Railroad  Retirement 
Board,  844  Rush  Street  Chicago,  Illinois 
60611  and  the  OMB  reviewer,  Laura 
Oliven  (202-395-7316),  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  room  3002, 
New  Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Dennis  Eagan, 

Clearance  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10653  Filed  5-«-92:  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  code  790S-01-M 


Agency  Forms  Submitted  for  OMB 
Review 

agency:  Railroad  Retirement  Board. 
ACTION:  In  accordance  with  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44 
U.S.C.  chapter  35),  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Board  has  submitted  the 
following  proposal(s)  for  the  collection 
of  information  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  for  review  and 
approval. 

Summary  of  Proposaljs) 

(1)  Collection  title:  Supplemental 
Information  on  Accident  and 
Insurance. 

(2)  Form(s)  submitted:  SI-lc,  SI-5,  ID-Ss, 
ID-30K,  ID-30q  &  ID-3u. 

(3)  OMB  Number.  3220-003a 

(4)  Expiration  date  of  current  OMB 
clearance:  Three  years  from  date  of 
OMB  approval. 

(5)  Type  of  request  Extension  of  the 
expiration  date  of  a  currently 
approved  collection  without  any 
change  in  the  substance  or  in  the 
method  of  collection. 

(6)  Frequency  of  response:  On  occasion. 

(7)  Respondents:  Individuals  or 
households. 

(8)  Estimated  annual  number  of 
respondents:  12,426. 

(9)  Total  annual  responses:  33,550. 

(10)  Average  time  per  response:  .06872 
hours. 

(11)  Total  annual  reporting  hours:  1,970. 

(12)  Collection  description:  The  RUIA 
provides  for  recovery  of  sickness 
benefits  paid  if  the  employee  receives 
a  settlement  for  the  same  injury  for 
which  benefits  were  paid.  The 
collection  obtains  identifying 
information  about  the  perscm  ot 
company  responsible  for  such 


payments  and  information  needed  for 
determining  the  amount  of  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board's 
entitlement. 

Addititmal  Informatioa  or  Comments 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  can  be  obtained 
from  Dennis  Eagan,  the  agency 
clearance  officer  (312-751-4693). 
Comments  regarding  the  information 
collection  should  be  addressed  to 
Ronald  J.  Hodapp,  Railroad  Retirement 
Board,  844  Rush  Street  Chicago,  Illinois 
60611  and  the  OMB  reviewer,  Laura 
Oliven  (202-395-7316),  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  room  3002, 
New  Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Dennis  Eagan, 

Clearance  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10654  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BHJJNQ  CODE  79eS-01-M 


RESOLUTION  TRUST  CORPORATION 

Interim  Statement  of  PoUqf  on 
Foreclosure  Consent  and  Redemption 
Rights 

agency:  Resolution  Trust  Corporation. 
action:  Interim  statement  of  policy. 

summary:  The  Resolution  Trust 
Corporation  (Corporation)  has  adopted 
an  interim  policy  statement  which  takes 
into  consideration  the  impact  that  12 
U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  and  28  U.S.C.  2410(c)  of 
the  Financial  Institutions  Reform, 
Recovery,  and  Enforcement  Act  of  1989 
may  have  on  (1)  the  Corporation’s 
ability  to  convey  clean  title,  (2)  the 
secondary  mortgage  market  in  general, 
and  (3)  the  operations  of  the 
Corporation. 

In  accordance  with  12  U.S.C. 
1825(b)(2),  the  Policy  indicates  that  the 
Corporation  in  its  corporate  and 
receivership  capacities,  reserves  the 
right  to  require  specific  consent  to 
foreclosure  in  instances  where 
involuntary  liens  (tax,  mechanics*  and 
judgment  liens,  for  example)  are 
involved.  With  regard  to  holders  of 
voluntary  liens  (mortgage  liens  and 
deeds  of  trust,  for  example),  the 
Corporation  is  hereby  consenting  to 
foreclosure;  however,  the  Corporation 
must  receive  notice  of  the  lienholder’s 
intent  to  foreclose  on  recorded  title 
interests  in  real  property  (except  as 
specifically  stated  otherwise  in  the 
Policy). 

Regardless  of  providing  consent  under 
12  U.S.C  1825(b)(2),  the  Corporation 
reserves  the  ri^t  to  exercise  any 
powers  or  remedies  available  under  the 
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laws  of  the  subject  jurisdiction.  Under 
28  U.S.C.  2410  (c),  the  Corporation,  in  its 
various  capacities,  shall  not  assert  any 
rights  it  might  possess.  In  no  event  shall 
any  rights  under  28  U.S.C.  2410(c)  be 
assigned  or  transferred  to  any  purchaser 
of  property  from  the  Corporation. 

DATES:  This  interim  policy  statement  is 
effective  May  7, 1992. 

Comments  must  be  received  by  Jime  8, 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments 
regarding  this  interim  policy  statement 
should  be  addressed  to  John  M.  Buckley, 
Jr.,  Secretary,  Resolution  Trust 
Corporation,  801 17th  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20434-0001.  Comments 
may  be  hand  delivered  to  room  314  on 
business  days  between  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m. 
Comments  may  also  be  inspected  in  the 
Public  Reading  Room,  801 17th  Street, 
NW.,  between  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  on 
business  days.  Phone  number.  (202)  416- 
6940;  FAX  (202)  416-4753. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  R.  Wigand,  Assistant  Director, 
Asset  Management  and  Sales  Division, 
(202)  416-7133,  or  Howard  A.  Parelskin, 
Senior  Counsel,  Legal  Division,  (202) 
416-2887.  (These  are  not  toll-free 
numbers). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

1.  Purpose. 

To  establish  a  uniform  policy  (Policy) 
for  determining  when  the  Corporation, 
in  its  various  capacities,  will  consent, 
pursuant  to  12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2),  to 
permit  third  parties  to  foreclose  upon 
mortgages  and  other  liens  where  title  to 
the  affected  property  is  held  by  the 
Corporation  or  the  property  is 
encumbered  by  a  security  interest  held 
by  the  Corporation;  to  provide  the 
consent  of  the  Corporation  pursuant  to 
12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  in  certain  specified 
instances;  and  to  establish  a  uniform 
policy  regarding  the  assertion  of  the  one 
year  right  of  redemption  and  other  rights 
which  may  be  applicable  to  the 
Corporation,  in  its  various  capacities, 
pursuant  to  28  U.S.C.  2410(c). 

2.  Scope  and  Applicability 

This  Policy  addresses  the  application 
of  12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  to  the  Corporation 
in  its  corporate  and  receivership 
capacities,  and  provides  that  with 
regard  to  foreclosures  under  bona  fide 
mortgages  and  other  security 
instruments,  the  Corporation  will  not 
assert  its  rights  under  that  section  when 
acting  as  conservator,  or  on  behalf  of 
subsidiary  corporations  of  receiverships 
and  conservatorships.  This  Policy  also 
indicates  that  the  Corporation  will  not 
assert  any  rights  under  28  U.S.C.  2410(c). 


This  Policy  is  limited  in  scope  to  the 
right  of  the  Corporation  to  consent 
under  12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  to  permit 
foreclosure  actions,  and  ^e  rights  of  the 
Corporation  imder  28  U.S.C.  2410(c). 

This  Policy  shall  not  be  construed  as 
authorizing  the  waiver  of  the 
prohibitions  in  12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  that 
no  property  of  the  Corporation  shall  be 
subject  to  levy,  attachment,  or 
garnishment,  or  as  permitting  any  sale 
not  specifically  authorized  in 
accordance  with  this  Policy,  without  the 
consent  of  the  Corporation;  nor  does  it 
authorize  waiver  of  12  U.S.C. 

1825(b)(2)’s  prohibition  against  any 
involuntary  lien  attaching  upon  the 
property  of  the  Corporation. 

3.  Background 

12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  provides  that  “no 
property  of  the  Corporation  shall  be 
subject  to  levy,  attachment, 
garnishment,  foreclosure,  or  sale  without 
the  consent  of  the  Corporation  *  * 

The  Corporation  has  received  many 
requests  for  consents  to  foreclosure, 
waivers  of  the  right  to  consent  to 
foreclosure,  and  specific  statements  of 
the  Corporation’s  policy  with  respect  to 
that  provision. 

In  addition,  28  U.S.C.  2410(c)  provides 
certain  protections  when  a  federal  lien 
or  mortgage  interest  in  property  is  to  be 
extinguished  through  foreclosure, 
condemnation,  partition  or  quiet  title 
action.  In  particular,  28  U.S.C.  2410(c) 
provides  that  (1)  “a  sale  to  satisfy  a  lien 
inferior  to  one  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  made  subject  to  and  without 
disturbing  the  lien  of  the  United  States, 
unless  the  United  States  consents”,  and 
(2)  the  United  States  has  a  one  year  right 
of  redemption  in  the  case  of  any  sale  of 
real  estate  “made  to  satisfy  a  lien  prior 
to  that  of  the  United  States.” 

4.  Policy  and  Guidelines  Regarding  12 
U.S.C.  1825(b)(2) 

a.  Receivership  and  Corporate 
Capacities 

(i)  Generally.  The  provisions  of  12 
U.S.C.  1825(b)  apply  to  all  property  held 
by  the  Corporation  acting  as  receiver  or 
in  its  corporate  capacity,  including 
property  of  the  financial  institutions  for 
which  the  Corporation  has  been 
appointed  receiver.  Property  of  the 
Corporation  encompasses  any  interest 
in  real  and  personal  property  held  by 
the  Corporation,  including  security 
interests  as  well  as  equity  interests. 
Therefore,  no  property  of  the 
Corporation  shall  be  subject  to  levy, 
attachment,  garnishment,  foreclosure,  or 
sale  without  the  consent  of  the 
Corporation. 


(ii)  Voluntary  liens  affecting  interests 
of  record.  It  is  the  policy  of  the 
Corporation  that  it  will  grant  its  consent 
to  permit  foreclosure  actions  in  certain 
instances  as  contemplated  by  12  U.S.C. 
1825(b)(2).  The  consent  of  the 
Corporation  is  granted  in  this  Policy  for 
certain  specific  matters,  and  the 
Corporation  will  endeavor  to  consider 
other  appropriate  consent  requests  in  a 
timely  manner.  More  specifically: 

(A)  Recorded  Hen  interests.  Where 
the  Corporation  has  a  lien  interest  of 
record  in  a  property  solely  as  a  result  of 
a  mortgage,  deed  of  trust  or  other  similar 
security  interest,  the  Corporation  hereby 
grants  its  consent  under  12  U.S.C. 
1825(b)(2)  as  to  any  foreclosure  by  the 
holder  of  any  bona  fide  mortgage,  deed 
of  trust  or  oAer  similar  security 
instrument  which  is  senior  to  the 
Corporation’s  interest. 

(B)  Recorded  title  interests.  Where  the 
Corporation  has  title  of  record  to  real 
property,  the  Corporation  hereby  grants 
its  consent  under  12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  as 
to  any  foreclosure  by  the  holder  of  any 
bona  fide  mortgage,  dead  of  trust  or 
other  similar  security  instrument  which 
encumbers  the  Corporation’s  title 
provided  such  holder  gives  the 
Corporation  notice  of  its  intent  to 
foreclose  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  Paragraph  6a, 
below. 

(C)  Personal  property.  Where  the 
Corporation  has  title  or  a  lien  interest  of 
record  in  personal  property,  the 
Corporation  hereby  grants  its  consent 
under  12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  as  to  any 
foreclosure  by  the  holder  of  any  bona 
fide  pledge,  security  agreement  or  other 
security  instrument. 

(D)  Parties  providing  financing  for 
sales.  Requests  for  the  Corporation  to 
grant  its  consent  under  12  U.S.C. 
1825(b)(2)  in  favor  of  a  party  providing 
financing  to  facilitate  a  sale  of 
Corporation  held  property,  where  the 
Corporation  is  taking  back  a 
subordinate  mortgage  and  might  later 
reacquire  title  to  the  subject  property  as 
a  result  of  a  purchaser’s  default,  may  be 
approved  on  a  case-by-case  basis  by 
any  person  with  the  appropriate 
delegated  authority  to  approve  the 
underlying  sale. 

(E)  Real  property  encumbered  by 
government  guaranteed  mortgage. 

Where  the  Corporation  holds  title  to  a 
single  family  residence  encumbered  by  a 
bona  fide  mortgage  insured  or 
guaranteed  by  the  Federal  Housing 
Administration,  the  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  or  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration,  or  a  mortgage  held  by 
the  Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  the  Corporation  hereby 
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grants  its  consent  under  12  U.S.C. 
1825(b)(2)  as  to  any  foreclosure  by  the 
holder  of  such  mortgage,  deed  of  trust  or 
other  similar  security  instrument  which 
encumbers  such  property. 

For  purposes  of  this  Policy,  the 
interest  or  title  of  the  Corporation  shall 
be  considered  “of  record”  if,  as  of  the 
notice  date  (as  hereinafter  defined),  (1) 
such  interest  appears  vested  in  the 
Corporation  in  its  corporate  capacity  or 
as  receiver  for  a  financial  institution  in 
the  public  land  records  in  accordance 
with  local  law,  (2)  such  interest  appears 
vested  in  a  financial  institution  in  the 
public  land  records  in  accordance  with 
local  law  and  the  Corporation  has 
published  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
that  the  Corporation  has  been  appointed 
receiver  for  that  institution,  or  (3)  if  the 
subject  property  is  personalty,  the 
property  is  in  the  possession  of  the 
Corporation,  or  the  lien  interest  has 
been  perfected  in  accordance  with 
applicable  law.  For  purposes  of  this 
Policy,  the  "notice  date"  shall  be  (1)  for 
judicial  foreclosiu'e  actions,  the  date  on 
which  service  of  notice  of  the 
foreclosure  sale  has  been  perfected  on 
all  persons  required  to  be  provided  with 
notice  in  accordance  with  applicable 
law,  and  (2)  for  nonjudical  foreclosure 
actions,  the  date  on  which  notice  of  the 
foreclosure  sale  has  been  given  to  all 
persons  required  to  be  provided  with 
notice  in  accordance  with  applicable 
law. 

(iii)  Unrecorded  interests.  Where  the 
Corporation  has  title  to  or  a  lien  interest 
in  any  property  which  is  not  of  record, 
the  Corporation  hereby  grants  its 
consent  under  12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  as  to 
any  foreclosure  by  the  holder  of  any 
bona  hde  security  instrument  or  other 
volimtary  or  involuntary  lien. 

(iv)  Involuntary  liens.  TTiis  Policy 
does  not  permit  the  attachment, 
garnishment,  execution,  levy  or  distraint 
of  property  in  which  the  Corporation’s 
interest  is  of  record.  In  accordance  with 
12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2),  holders  of 
mechanics’  and  materialmen’s  claims, 
tax  liens  and  other  involuntary  liens 
must  obtain  the  consent  of  the 
Corporation  to  permit  foreclosiu'e 
actions  affecting  property  in  which  the 
Corporation’s  interest  is  of  record.  The 
consent  of  the  Corporation  under  12 
U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  may  be  requested  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Paragraph  6b,  below,  with  the 
understanding  that  consent  may  be 
granted  or  withheld  in  the  sole  and 
absolute  discretion  of  the  Corporation. 

(iv)  Limited  effect  The  effect  of 
consents  to  foreclosure  under  12  U.S.C. 
1825(b)(2)  as  described  above  shall  be 
limited  solely  to  the  application  of  12 
U.S.C.  1825(b)(2).  Such  consents  shall 


not  act  to  waive  or  relinquish  the  rights 
granted  to  the  Corporation,  in  any 
capacity,  pursuant  to  any  other 
applicable  law  (including  any  rights 
under  local  foreclosure  statutes),  or  with 
respect  to  (i)  any  note,  indebtedness, 
claim  or  other  obligation  that  has  been 
secured  by  the  property,  or  (ii)  the  terms 
of  any  mortgage,  guaranty,  security 
agreement  or  other  document  relating  to 
any  obligation.  Failure  to  give  proper 
notice  or  to  otherwise  obtain  the 
consent  of  the  Corporation  where 
required  will  not  render  the  subject 
foreclosure  action  void  or  voidable,  but 
the  interest  of  the  Corporation  survives 
and  is  not  extinguished  by  such 
foreclosure  action. 

Any  foreclosure  actions  by  the 
lienholder  must  still  be  effectuated  in 
accordance  with  all  other  applicable 
laws. 

b.  Conservatorships  and  Subsidiary 
Corporations 

The  Corporation  will  not  assert  any 
right  to  consent  under  12  U.S.C. 

1825(b)(2)  with  regard  to  a  foreclosure 
action  relating  to  any  property  interest 
of  a  conservatorship  or  a  subsidiary 
corporation  of  a  receivership  or 
conservatorship.  In  accordance  with  this 
position,  when  a  Corporation 
conservatorship,  or  a  subsidiary  of  an 
institution,  has  an  interest  in  property, 
foreclosure  actions  undertaken  in 
accordance  with  applicable  state  law 
may  proceed  without  the  consent  of  the 
Corporation.  In  the  event  ein  interest  has 
economic  value,  conservatorships  and 
subsidiary  corporations  must  take 
appropriate  actions  to  protect  their 
interest  in  the  property  under  local 
foreclosure  law. 

c.  Successors 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Corporation  that 
in  no  event  shall  the  right  to  consent 
under  12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  be  assigned  or 
transferred  to  any  purchaser  of  property 
from  the  corporation. 

5.  Policy  Regarding  28  U.S.C.  2410(c) 

The  Corporation,  in  its  various 
capacities,  shall  not  assert  any  rights  it 
might  possess  under  28  U.S.C.  2410(c).  In 
no  event  shall  any  rights  under  28  U.S.C. 
2410(c)  be  assigned  or  transferred  to  any 
purchaser  of  property  from  the 
Corporation. 

6.  Procedures 

a.  Notice 

Lienholders,  title  insurance 
companies,  and  other  appropriate 
parties  shall  provide  notice  of  their 
intent  to  foreclose  to  the  Corporation  in 
writing,  delivered  to  the  Corporation  by 


certified  mail  or  a  nationally  recognized 
overnight  courier  service  at  the  central 
address  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Such  address  may  be  subject 
to  change  bom  time-to-time. 

This  notice  must  specify  the  time, 
date,  and  place  that  the  foreclosure  sale 
will  take  place,  and  the  manner  in  which 
such  sale  will  be  conducted.  This  notice 
must  also  indicate  the  name  of  the 
institution  for  which  the  Corporation  has 
been  appointed  receiver.  To  be  effective, 
the  notice  must  be  delivered  at  least 
thirty(30)  days  prior  to  the  date  of  the 
foreclosure  sale,  provided  that  once  the 
initial  notice  is  given,  the  sale  may  be 
adjourned  from  time  to  time  provided 
that  any  subsequent  notice  is  given  to 
the  Corporation  in  the  same  manner 
notice  is  to  be  given  parties  entitled  to 
notice  under  applicable  foreclosure  law. 

The  foreclosure  notice  will  then  be 
forwarded  to  the  Corporation  person 
responsible  for  that  asset.  This  person, 
referred  to  as  the  “Asset  Manager,"  may 
be  a  SAMDA  contractor,  loan  servicer, 
managing  agent,  receivership  or 
conservatorship  employee,  or  other 
appropriate  person.  The  Asset  manager 
is  responsible  for  recommending  an 
appropriate  course  of  action,  pursuant  to 
Corporation  policies  and  procedures,  to 
protect  the  Corporation’s  interest. 

Note:  These  specific  notice  procedures 
apply  only  to  those  situations  where 
foreclosure  notice  is  required  to  be  given  as 
set  forth  in  Paragraph  4a(ii)(B).  In  alt  other 
instances,  lienholders  foreclosing  on  any 
property  in  which  the  Corporation  may  have 
an  interest  shall  continue  to  follow  applicable 
state  and  local  statutes  regarding  notification, 
method  of  notice,  place  of  notice,  and  the 
like. 

b.  Constant  Requests 

Lienholders,  title  insurance 
companies,  and  other  appropriate 
parties  (referred  to  as  “Requesting 
Parties”)  must  deliver  requests  for 
consent  to  foreclosure  (as  may  be 
required  pursuant  to  this  Policy)  to  the 
Corporation  in  the  manner  described 
above  in  Paragraph  6a.  Consent  requests 
will  then  be  forwarded  to  the 
appropriate  Asset  Manager. 

Consent  requests  will  be  ruled  upon 
after  the  Corporation  has  gathered  the 
necessary  information,  analyzed  such 
information,  and  made  a  decision  as  to 
an  appropriate  course  of  action. 

The  Asset  Manager  is  responsible  for 
determining  whether  the  Corporation’s 
interest  in  the  property  has  any  material 
economic  value.  Such  analyses  should 
be  made  by  the  Asset  Manager,  after 
determining  the  validity  of  the  lien,  and 
verifying  that  a  default  has  actually 
occurred  and  cannot  be  cured.  Legal 
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counsel  should  be  consulted  where 
appropriate.  Thereafter,  the 
determination  to  grant  or  withhold 
consent  should  be  made  after 
considering  available,  applicable 
information,  and  decisions  should  be 
forwarded  for  approval  to  the  person 
with  the  appropriate  level  of  delegated 
authority. 

The  Asset  Manager  is  responsible  for 
analyzing  and  recommending  an 
appropriate  course  of  action  to  the 
person  with  the  appropriate  delegated 
authority.  This  should  be  done  on  a 
timely  basis  so  that  either  a  consent  is 
granted  or  other  appropriate  course  of 
action  is  proposed  to  the  Requesting 
Party  within  thirty  to  sixty  days.  If 
conditions  are  such  that  a  decision  as  to 
the  appropriate  course  of  action  cannot 
be  made  within  this  time  period  (e.g., 
when  delays  are  encountered  in 
obtaining  a  current  appraisal  or  other 
necessary  information),  then  (i)  the 
Requesting  Party  should  be  made  aware 
of  the  delay;  and  (ii)  efforts  must 
continue  to  be  made  to  reach  a  decision 
as  quickly  as  practicable.  Failure  of  the 
Corporation  to  issue  a  written  response 
(indicating  approval,  denial,  or  an 
extension  of  time)  to  a  Requesting  Party 
within  sixty  (60)  days  following  receipt 
by  the  Corporation  indicating  approval, 
denial,  or  an  extension  of  time,  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  granting  of  consent  by 
the  Corporation. 

If  a  consent  is  to  be  granted,  those 
parties  with  Power  of  Attorney  may 
execute  the  Consent  to  Foreclosure 
form.  Appearing  as  Attachment  A  is  a 
sample  Consent  to  Foreclosure  form  for 
the  Corporation  acting  as  receiver.  This 
form  should  be  modified  appropriately 
to  reflect  the  Corporation’s  capacity  or 
ownership  interest. 

7.  Responsibilities 

a.  Consolidated  OfHce  General 
Managers  or  Regional  Vice  Presidents 
are  responsible  for  ensuring  that: 

(i)  Asset  Managers  and  other 
appropriate  personnel  are  made  aware 
of  this  Policy. 

(ii)  Ensuring  that  adequate  procedures 
are  established  so  that  foreclosure 
notices  and  requests  for  consents  to 
foreclosure  are  received  by  the 
appropriate  Asset  Manager  in  a  timely 
manner. 

b.  The  Asset  Manager  is  responsible 
for  performing  the  analysis  and 
recommending  a  course  of  action  prior 
to  the  foreclosure  date,  or  prior  to 
consenting  if  such  is  necessary. 

c.  The  Office  of  the  Secretary  is 
responsible  for  publishing  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  that  the  Corporation 
has  been  appointed  receiver  (excluding 
pass-through  receivership  actions  only) 
for  a  particular  institution. 


(i)  Initially,  within  thirty  (30)  days 
from  the  effective  date  of  this  Policy,  the 
public  notice  will  indicate  all 
institutions  for  which  the  Corporation 
has  been  appointed  receiver.  This  list 
will  also  include  the  prior  name,  if  any, 
for  the  institutions  (i.e.,  the  institution 
for  which  the  Corporation  has  been 
appointed  receiver  had  previously  been 
placed  through  a  “pass-through” 
receivership).  Finally,  this  public  notice 
will  indicate  the  central  address  at 
which  foreclosure  notices  and  consent 
requests  under  this  Policy  should  be 
delivered. 

(ii)  Subsequently,  on  a  periodic  basis, 
notice  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  indicating  any  new  institutions 
for  which  the  Corporation  has  been 
appointed  receiver  (since  the  date  of  the 
previous  Federal  Register  notice).  Such 
notice  will  also  include  the  prior 
name(s),  if  any,  for  the  institution. 

Also,  the  subsequent  notices  will 
continue  to  include  the  central  address 
at  which  foreclosure  notices  and 
consent  requests  imder  this  Policy 
should  be  delivered.  Finally,  each 
subsequent  notice  will  list  the  date  and 
page  number  of  all  previous  notices 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

8.  Limitation  of  Actions 

Except  as  specifically  provided  in 
Paragraph  4,  consents  to  be  granted 
under  this  Policy  are  to  be  provided 
solely  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Corporation.  No  person  shall  have  any 
right  to  bring  any  action  to  direct  or 
compel  the  granting  of  any  consent 
under  this  Policy,  or  to  pursue  any  claim 
or  cause  of  action  based  on  the  alleged 
failure  of  the  Corporation  or  any  person 
acting  on  its  behalf  to  take  any  action 
whatsoever  under  this  Policy. 

9.  Retroactivity 

The  Corporation  will  assert  no  right  to 
which  it  may  have  been  entitled  (in 
either  its  receivership  or  corporate 
capacity)  under  either  12  U.S.C. 
1825(b)(2)  or  28  U.S.C.  2401(c)  as  to  any 
foreclosure  action  completed  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  Policy.  A 
nonjudicial  foreclosure  action  shall  be 
considered  completed  upon  recordation 
of  the  trustee’s  deed  conveying  property 
to  the  purchaser  at  a  foreclosure  sale.  A 
judicial  foreclosure  shall  be  considered 
completed  upon  entry  of  a  final, 
nonappealable  judgment. 

Dated  at  Washington,  DC,  this  Ist  day  of 
May  1992. 

Resolution  Trust  Corporation. 

John  M.  Buckley,  )r.. 

Secretary. 


Attachment  A — Consent  to  Foreclosure 

In  accordance  with  its  rights  pursuant 
to  12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2)  and  28  U.S.C. 
2410(c),  the  RESOLUTION  TRUST 
CORPORATION  (“RTC”),  in  its  capacity 

as  receiver  for - -  does 

hereby  consent  to  foreclosure  by 

_ (“Senior  Lienholder”), 

in  the  capacity  of  mortgage/trustee 

under  that  certain _ [title  of 

instrument]  dated _ ,  and 

recorded  at _ ,  among 

the  land  records  in - 

[city /county], - [state], 

which  encumbers  certain  real  property 
more  particularly  described  in  Exhibit 
"A  ”  attached  to  and  incorporated  in  this 
Consent  (the  “Property”). 

This  consent  is  limited  to  the  consent 
to  foreclosure  set  forth  above  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  12  U.S.C.  1825(b)(2) 
and  28  U.S.C.  2410(c),  and  is  limited  only 
to  the  above-described  foreclosure 
action.  This  consent  does  not  affect  the 
rights  of  the  RTC,  in  any  capacity, 
pursuant  to  any  other  applicable  law 
(including  local  foreclosure  statutes)  or 
with  respect  to  (i)  any  note, 
indebtedness,  claim  or  other  obligation 
(“Obligation”)  which  has  been  secured 
by  the  Property  or  (ii)  the  terms  of  any 
mortgage,  guaranty,  or  agreement  or 
other  document  relating  to  any 
Obligation. 

Resolution  Trust  Corporation,  as  Receiver  for 


By:  - 

Print  Name:  - 

Title  or  Capacity: 

[Add  Appropriate  Notarial 
Acknowledgement] 

[FR  Doc.  92-10594  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  6714-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  34-30661;  File  Nos.  SR-GSCC- 
92-01;  SR-GSCC-92-02:  and  SR-GSCC-92- 
03] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations; 
Government  Securities  Clearing 
Corporation;  Order  Approving,  on  a 
Temporary  Basis,  Proposed  Rule 
Changes  Relating  to  the  Netting  of 
Zero  Coupon  Government  Securities; 
the  Netting  of  Forward-settling  Trades 
In  Government  Securities;  and  the 
Clearing  Fund  Formula 

April  30, 1992. 

I.  Introduction 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)  of  the 
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Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(“Act"),*  the  Government  Securities 
Clearing  Corporation  (“GSCC")  filed 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  (“Commission”)  proposed 
rule  changes  relating  to  the  netting  of 
zero  coupon  government  securities  (SR- 
GSCC-92-01):  the  netting  of  forward¬ 
settling  trades  in  government  securities 
(SR-GSCC-92-02);  and  the  clearing  fund 
formula  (SR-<JSCC-92-03).*  GSCC  has 
requested  that  these  proposed  rule 
changes  be  made  permanent  by  the 
Commission  or,  in  the  alternative,  that 
the  Commission  further  extend  these 
proposed  rule  changes  on  a  temporary 
basis.  Notices  of  the  proposed  rule 
changes  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  ®  and  no  comments  were 
received.  This  order  approves  the 
proposed  rule  changes  on  a  temporary 
basis  through  July  31, 1992. 

II.  Discussion 

As  discussed  in  more  detail  in  the 
orders  temporarily  approving  the 
proposed  rule  changes,  the  Commission 
preliminarily  believes  that  GSCC's 
proposed  rule  changes  are  consistent 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Act.  In 
particular,  die  Commission  believes  the 
proposals  are  consistent  with  sections 
17A(b)(3)  (A)  and  (F).*  These  Sections 
require  a  clearing  agency  to  be  so 
organized  and  its  rules  designed  to 
facilitate  the  prompt  and  accurate 
clearance  and  settlement  of  securities 
transactions  and  to  safeguard  securities 
and  funds  in  its  custody  or  control  or  for 
which  it  is  responsible. 

GSCC  has  filed  a  proposed  rule 
change,  SR-GSCC-91-04,  that  will  have 
a  substantial  impact  on  GSCC's  risk 
reduction  program,*  including  various 
aspects  of  GSCC's  clearing  fund  and 
forward  mark  allocation  payments.  Thus 
the  Commission  believes  it  is  prudent  to 
complete  its  review  process  of  SR- 


» 15  U.S.C.  788(b)  (1990). 

*  The  Commission  previously  granted  temporary 
approval  to  these  rule  changes  through  April  30, 
1992.  For  a  detailed  description  of  the  proposed  rule 
changes,  see  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
28842  (January  31. 1991),  56  FR  5032;  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  27902  (April  12, 1990).  55 
FR  15066;  and  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
27006  (July  7, 1989),  54  FR  29798. 

s  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  30291 
(January  27, 1992),  57  FR  4075;  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Release  No.  30350  (February  7, 1992),  57  FR 
5499;  and  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
30378  (February  14. 1992),  57  FR  6538. 

*  15  U.S.C.  78q-l(b)(3)  (A)  and  (F). 

*  See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  30135 
(December  31. 1991),  57  FR  942,  publishing  notice  of 


GSCC-91-04  before  granting  permanent 
approval  to  these  proposals. 

III.  Conclusion 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  the 
Commission  preliminarily  finds  that  the 
proposal  is  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Act,  in  particular 
with  section  17A  of  the  Act,  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  Therefore  Ordered,  pursuant  to 
section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rule  changes 
(File  Nos.  SR—GSCC— 92— 01;  SR— GSCC— 
92-02:  and  SR-GSCC-92-03)  be,  and 
hereby  are,  approved  on  a  temporary 
basis  through  July  31, 1992. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority.* 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10694  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  801(H)1-M 


[Release  No.  34-30662;  File  No.  SR-NYSE- 
91-43] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations;  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange;  Order 
Approving  Proposed  Rule  Change 
Relating  to  Listed  Company  Manual 
Requirements  for  Processing 
Subsequent  Listing  Applications 

May  1, 1992. 

I.  Introduction 

On  December  11, 1991,  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange  (“NYSE”  or 
“Exchange”)  submitted  to  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  (“SEC”  or 
“Commission”),  pursuant  to  section 
19(b)(1)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  (“Act”)  *  and  Rule  19b-4 
thereunder,*  a  proposed  rule  change  to 
amend  Paragraphs  703.01  to  703.14, 
903.02  to  903.12,  904.03  to  904.04  and 


the  proposed  rule  change.  The  proposal  would:  (1) 
Authorize  GSCC  to  use  its  own  price  volatility  data 
to  determine  margin  requirements;  (2)  allow  GSCC 
to  include  in  the  calculation  of  a  netting  member's 
required  margin  deposit  the  weighted  average  of  the 
netting  member's  forward  net  settlement  positions 
over  the  most  recent  20  business  days;  (3)  remove 
the  75%  limitation  on  forward  mark  allocation 
payments:  (4)  establish  new  standards  for 
determining  whether  a  bank  or  trust  company  is 
qualihed  as  an  issuer  of  letters  of  credit  for  clearing 
fund  deposits  and  forward  mark  allocation 
payments;  and  (5)  make  certain  other  changes  to  the 
margin  fund  collection  process. 

•  12  CFR  200.30-3(a)(12). 

‘  15  U.S.C.  788(b){ll  (1988). 

*  17  CFR  240.19b-4  (1991). 


907.00  of  its  Listed  Company  Manual  in 
order  to  streamline  the  Exchange's 
subsequent  listing  application 
procedure.  Notice  of  the  proposal 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  14, 1992.*  No  comments  were 
received  regarding  the  proposed  rule 
change.  This  order  approves  the 
proposal. 

II.  Description  of  the  Proposal 

The  NYSE  proposes  to  modify  its 
existing  procedures  for  reviewing 
subsequent  listing  applications.  These 
procedures  function  as  the  Exchange's 
formal  review  of  increases  in  the 
amount  of  securities  listed,  changes  in  a 
listed  security  or  issuer  requests  to  list 
another  class  or  series  of  securities. 
These  procedures  also  alert  the 
Exchange  to  potential  rule  or  policy 
violations  arising  from  company  actions 
involving  a  listed  security  and  ensure 
that  additional  classes  or  series  of 
securities  seeking  to  be  admitted  to 
dealings  on  the  NYSE  comply  with 
Exchange  listing  standards. 

The  NYSE  proposal  does  not  change 
the  Exchange's  substantive  listing 
criteria,  nor  does  it  modify  the 
substance  of  its  subsequent  listing 
application  process.  Instead,  the 
proposal  streamlines  the  existing 
subsequent  listing  application  process 
by  clarifying  certain  provisions  and 
eliminating  repetitive  documentation 
requirements. 

In  its  filing,  the  NYSE  cites  several 
reasons  for  the  proposal.  The  Exchanges 
notes  that,  since  codification  of  its 
subsequent  listing  procedures  in  1953, 
changes  within  the  regulatory  and 
business  environment  have  caused  the 
Exchange  to  evaluate  the  relevance  of 
its  subsequent  listing  application 
process.*  In  addition,  the  NYSE  states 
that  its  proposed  modifications  are  part 
of  the  Exchange's  overall  effort  to 
establish  an  electronic  interface  with 
listed  companies.  In  particular,  the 
revised  application  form  and  other 
modifications  would  be  more 
compatible  with  electronic  transmission 


*  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  30167 
(January  8, 1992),  57  FR  1504. 

*  Specifically,  the  Exchange  notes  that  changes  in 
connection  with  Commission  filing  requirements, 
particularly  shelf  filing  procedures,  have  expedited 
registration  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  For 
instance,  the  Commission's  electronic  filing  system, 
known  as  EDGAR,  is  intended  to  provide  access  to 
corporate  disclosure  documents  on  home  and 
business  computer  screens  and  eliminate  the 
lengthy  paper  documents  listed  companies  file 
currently  with  the  Commission. 
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of  information  relevant  to  tiie  listing 
process.  The  Exchanges  also  notes  that 
the  proliferation  of  derivative  products, 
the  growth  of  multiple  class  capital 
stnichuea,  and  the  sharp  rise  in  the 
number  of  mergers  and  acquisitions 
have  resulted  in  an  increase  in  the 
volume  of  subsequent  listing 
applications  that  must  be  processed  by 
the  Exchange. 

The  Exchange  believes  that  the 
proposed  modiHcations  to  its 
sub^quent  listing  application  process 
should  assist  it  in  keeping  pace  with  the 
demands  and  needs  of  the  changing 
securities  industry.  In  addition,  the 
Exchange  states  that  the  proposed 
modifications  should  respond  to  the 
increased  demand  from  listed 
companies  and  their  legal/financial 
advisors  for  the  Exdiange  to  act  upon 
subsequent  listing  applications  in  a 
more  expeditious  maimer. 

Under  its  proposal,  the  Exchange 
would  revise  the  NYSE’s  Listed 
Company  Manual.  Paragraphs  703.01  to 
703.14,  903.02  to  903.12,  904.03  to  904.04, 
and  907.00.  the  proposed  changes  would: 
(1)  Simplify  the  subsequent  listing 
application  format;  (2)  reduce  the 
number  of  required  copies  of  the  listing 
application  and  other  supporting 
documents  consistent  with  current 
NYSE  needs:  (3)  delete  certain 
supporting  documents  which  are 
repetitive  of  information  found  in  other 
required  documents;  (4)  delete  certain 
documents  which  are  not  pertinent  to 
the  Exchange’s  review  process;  (5) 
revise  certain  paragraphs  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  prior  rule  changes 
approved  by  the  Commission;  and  (6) 
expand  the  “Opinion  of  Counsel”  with 
respect  to  the  validity  of  the  securities 
being  listed.  The  expanded  Opinion  of 
Counsel  also  would  verify  that 
appropriate  corporate  action  has  been 
taken  with  respect  to  the  issuance  and 
listing  of  such  securities. 

1.  Revisions  With  Respect  to  the  Format 
of  the  Subsequent  Listing  Application 

The  Exchange  proposes  to  consolidate 
all  types  of  subsequent  listing 
applications  into  a  single  universal 
format  that  may  be  used  for  any  listings 
(other  than  an  original  listing).  The 
Exchange  also  would  condense  the 
application  by  eliminating  information 
that  is  required  in  other  documents.  'The 
revised  application,  when  countersigned 
by  the  Exchange,  would  serve  as  formal 
notice  of  authorization  to  list  the 
securities. 


2,  Decreasing  the  Number  of  Required 
Copies  of  the  Subsequent  Listing 
Application  and  Certain  Supporting 
Documents 

Over  time  the  Exchange  has 
consolidated  certain  functions  that 
pertain  to  the  subsequent  listing 
application  procedures  within  a  single 
division  of  the  Exchange.  As  a  result, 
fewer  copies  satisfy  the  Exchange’s 
needs  today.  Accordingly,  the  Exchange 
proposes  to  reduce  the  required  number 
of  listing  applications  from  six  copies  to 
four  copies  and  certain  supporting 
documents  consistent  with  the  present 
structure  of  the  organization. 

3.  Deleting  Certain  Documentation  That 
Is  Repetitive  of  Information  Found  in 
Other  Supporting  Documents 

(A)  A  Custodian  Letter  is  issued  when 
the  transfer  agent  and  registrar  must 
relinquish  control  of  fully  executed  and 
countersigned  securities  into  the  custody 
of  a  representative  of  the  company,  prior 
to  receipt  of  the  consideration  for  the 
securities  by  the  comptany,  so  that  they 
may  be  available  for  delivery  upon  the 
closing  of  the  transaction  at  a  distant 
location.  The  NYSE  proposes  to  delete 
paragraphs  703.01(C),  703.08(H),  and 
904.03  of  the  Listed  Company  Manual, 
which  require  a  Custodian  Letter  to  be 
submitted  in  support  of  the  listing 
application.  ’The  Exchange  instead 
would  rely  upon  paragraph  703.01(A)  of 
the  Listed  Company  Manual,  which 
states  that  “[t]he  listing  authorization 
[e.g.,  to  issue  additional  securities]  is 
granted  only  if  the  securities  are  issued 
for  the  purpose,  and  under  the  terms  and 
conditions  authorized  by  the  company’s 
Board  of  Directors  and  as  specified  in 
the  listing  application  *  *  *.  Where 
listing  is  authorized  upon  ‘official  notice 
of  issuance,’  the  listing  becomes 
effective  upon  the  Exchange’s  receipt  of 
notice  from  the  transfer  agent  (or  other 
issuing  agent)  that  the  securities  have 
been  issued  for  the  specified  purpose.” 
'The  Exchange  states  that,  given  these 
safeguards  with  respect  to  the  valid 
issuance  of  such  securities  for  the  stated 
purpose,  the  Custodian  Letter  is  no 
longer  required. 

(B)  The  Exchange  proposes  to  delete 
the  l^blic  Authority  Certificate 
requirement  contained  in  paragraphs 
703.01(C),  703.02(F),  703.03(P),  703.04(D), 
703.05(G),  703.06(G),  703.07(C),  703.09(E), 
703.10(B),  703.11(B),  and  703.13(C)  of  the 
Listed  Company  Manual  in  reliance 
upon  a  representation  in  the  expanded 
Opinion  of  Counsel  that  all  appropriate 
public  authority  clearances  have  been 
obtained.  Currently,  the  Certificate  must 
be  submitted  in  connection  with 
transactions  subject  to  special 


regulatory  review  [e.g..  Federal  Trade 
Commission  or  state  public  utility 
commission  review).  'The  rarity  with 
which  the  Exchange  has  encountered 
such  instances  has  led  the  Exchange  to 
consider  reliance  upon  the  proposed 
expanded  Opinion  of  Counsel  that  the 
relevant  approvals  have  been  obtained. 

(C)  ’The  Exchange  proposes  to  delete 
paragraphs  703.01(C),  703.02(F), 

703.03(P),  703.04(D),  703.05(G),  703.06(G), 
703.07(C),  703.08(H),  703.09(E),  703.10(B), 
703.11(B),  703.12(C),  703.13(C),  and 
703.14(D),  which  set  forth  requirements 
for  Board  of  Director  and  shareholder 
approval  resolutions.  The  Exchange 
states  that  these  provisions  would  be 
deleted  in  reliance  upon  the  proposed 
expanded  Opinion  of  Counsel  which 
will  now  state  that  the  directors  and/or 
shareholders  (if  required  by  Exchange 
policy  and/or  corporate  law)  ®  have 
approved  the  issuance  and  listing  of  the 
securities.  Specifically,  the  Opinion  of 
Counsel  would  state  that  authorization 
by  the  Board  of  Directors,  in  accordance 
with  Exchange  policy,  of  the  issuance 
and  listing  of  the  securities  for  which  the 
listing  application  is  made  has  been 
obtained.  The  Opinion  of  Counsel  also 
would  state  that  authorization  by  the 
stockholders  (if  required  by  Exchange 
policy  and/or  corporate  law)  of  the 
issuance  of  the  securities  for  which  the 
listing  application  is  made  has  been 
obtained. 

(D)  The  Exchange  proposes  to  delete 
paragraphs  703.01(C),  703.05(G),  and 
703.10(B),  which  currently  require  an 
issuer  to  provide  a  Certificate  of 
7'ransfer  Agent  in  connection  with 
listing.  This  Certificate  serves  to  advise 
the  Exchange  as  to  the  number  of  issued 
and  outstanding  shares  of  the  class  or 
series  which  is  the  subject  of  the  listing 
application.  The  NYSE  proposes  to 
eliminate  these  provisions  because  the 
Exchange  currently  receives  this  same 
information  in  the  notice  of  issuance 
which  is  received  from  the  transfer 
agent  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
703.01(A).  Also,  in  situations  involving 
the  listing  of  a  new  security,  the 
Exchange  may  request  a  distribution 
schedule  which  sets  forth  information 
regarding  the  size  of  holdings  of  the 
shares  and  the  geographic  distribution 
of  the  shares  (Para.  904.01).  Accordingly, 
the  Exchange  believes  that  the 
Certificate  of  Transfer  Agent  is 


*  See  letter  from  James  E.  Buck,  Senior  Vice 
President  and  Secretary.  NYSE,  to  Mary  Revell. 
Branch  Chief.  Division  of  Market  Regulation.  SEC, 
dated  January  29, 1992,  which  amends  this  language 
to  clarify  that,  if  required  by  Exchange  policy  and/ 
or  corporate  law,  the  Opinion  of  Counsel  will  stale 
that  the  directors  and/or  shareholders  approved  the 
issuance  and  listing  of  the  securities. 
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redundant  and  should  no  longer  be 
required  as  a  separate  supporting 
document. 

(E)  The  Exchange  proposes  to  delete 
paragraphs  703,01(C)  and  703.06(G)  of 
the  Listed  Company  Manual,  which 
currently  require  an  issuer  to  file  a 
Trustee’s  Certificate  in  connection  with 
the  listing  of  debt  securities.  A  Trustee’s 
Certificate  confirms  to  the  Exchange 
certain  information  with  regard  to  the 
debt  securities  which  are  the  subject  of 
the  listing  application.  Instead  of  a 
Trustee’s  Certification,  the  appointment 
of  the  trustee  would  be  confirmed  in  the 
revised  Opinion  of  Counsel.  Therefore, 
the  Exchange  believes  that  the  Trustee’s 
Certificate  is  redundant  and  should  no 
longer  be  required  with  respect  to  the 
subsequent  listing  review  process. 

Under  the  proposal,  however,  a 
Trustee’s  Certificate  would  remain  a 
required  document  for  an  original  listing 
application. 

(F)  A  Certificate  of  Registrar  confirms 
the  number  of  shares  registered  as  of  or 
about  the  date  of  the  listing  application. 
The  Exchange  proposes  to  delete 
paragraphs  703.01(C),  703.05(G), 

703.10(B),  and  703.13(C),  which  contain 
the  requirements  for  a  Certificate  of 
Registrar,  because  the  Exchange 
currently  receives  this  same  information 
in  the  notice  of  issuance  which  is 
received  from  the  transfer  agent  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  703.01(A). 

4.  Deleting  Certain  Documentation  and 
Procedures  Which  are  Unnecessary  to 
the  Exchange's  Qualitative  Review 
Process 

(A)  The  Exchange  proposes  to  delete 
paragraphs  703.01(C),®  703.08(H),  and 
907.00,’  which  set  forth  requirements  for 
Pooling  of  Interest  Opinion  Letters 
because  the  Exchange  believes  that  the 
information  contained  therein  is  no 
longer  necessary  to  the  Exchange’s 
qualitative  review.  The  Exchange  states 
that  the  requirement  to  provide  these 
letters  is  mandated  by  the  accounting 
profession  and  is  not  a  necessary 
condition  to  any  Exchange  action. 

(B)  The  Exchange  proposes  to  delete 
paragraph  703.02(A),  which  states  that 
the  Exchange  will  scrutinize  a  stock  split 


*  In  the  original  rule  filing,  the  NYSE  proposed  to 
delete  the  requirements  under  paragraphs  703.01(C) 
and  703.08(1)  that  an  issuer  submit  financial 
statements  with  its  application.  Subsequently,  the 
NYSE  amended  the  filing  so  that  the  requirements 
to  submit  financial  statements  continue  without 
modification.  See  letter  from  James  E.  Buck,  Senior 
Vice  President  and  Secretary,  NYSE,  to  Mary 
Revell,  Branch  Chief,  Division  of  Market  Regulation, 
SEC,  dated  January  Z9, 1992. 

^  The  Exchange  proposes  to  delete  the  entire 
paragraph  907.00,  entitled  Pooling  of  Interest — 
Sample  Letters,  which  is  comprised  of  paragraphs 
^  907.01  and  907.02. 


of  a  security  which  may  result  in  an 
abnormally  low  price  range,  or  of  a 
security  already  selling  in  a  low  price 
range.  The  Exchange  states  that,  as  long 
as  a  company  remains  at  or  above  the 
Exchange’s  continued  listing  standards, 
it  does  not  believe  it  is  necessary  to 
scrutinize  stock  splits  tmder  these 
conditions. 

(C)  'The  Exchange  no  longer  considers 
relevant  whether  a  finder’s  fee  is  paid  in 
connection  with  a  merger,  acquisition  or 
other  business  combination  by  a  listed 
company.  Therefore,  the  Exchange 
proposes  to  delete  paragraph  703.08(E), 
which  provides  that  any  finder’s  fee 
paid  by  a  listed  company  must  be 
disclosed  in  the  listing  application.  The 
Exchange’s  shareholder  approval  policy, 
modified  in  July  1989,  considers  dilution 
only  in  terms  of  shares  or  voting  power; 
therefore,  any  other  consideration  paid 
in  such  a  transaction  is  not  a  factor  in 
determining  whether  shareholder 
approval  of  such  transaction  is  required. 

5.  Revise  Certain  Paragraphs  in  a 
Manner  Consistent  With  Prior  Rule 
Changes  Approved  by  the  Commission 

The  Exchange  states  that  certain 
paragraphs  of  the  Listed  Company 
Manual  reiterate  practically  verbatim 
the  policies  of  the  Exchange. 
Consequently,  when  these  policies  are 
modified  by  the  Exchange  it  becomes 
necessary  to  make  the  appropriate  edits 
wherever  the  policy  is  stated.  The 
Exchange  proposes,  where  these  policies 
are  reiterated,  to  furnish  a  simple  cross- 
reference  to  the  paragraph  or  section  of 
the  Listed  Company  Manual  which 
contains  the  current  policy.® 

6.  Expanded  Legal  Opinion 

The  Opinion  of  Counsel,  which  is  part 
of  the  Exchange’s  qualitative  review, 
would  be  expanded  to  verify  that 
necessary  approvals,  traditionally 
embodied  in  other  documents,  have 
been  obtained.  The  Opinion  of  Counsel 
would  be  expanded  to  include:  (1)  The 
authorization  of  “listing”  of  securities  by 
the  Board  of  Directors;  (2)  the 
authorization  by  stockholders  (in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  Exchange  policy 
and/or  corporate  procedure)  of  the 
issuance  of  the  securities;  and  (3)  the 
authorization  by  the  Board  of  Directors 
of  the  appointment  of  transfer  agent, 
registrar,  or  trustee. 


*  For  example,  the  threshold  requirement  for 
obtaining  shareholder  approval,  under  certain 
conditions,  was  raised  to  20%  from  18.5%.  In  as 
much  as  this  requirement  is  discussed  at  various 
points,  the  Exchange  believes  it  is  easier  to  refer  to 
Paragraph  312.00,  rather  than  to  repeat  the  policy  as 
modified. 


III.  Discussion 

After  careful  review,  the  Commission 
finds  that  the  proposed  rule  change  is 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder  applicable  to  a  national 
securities  exchange,  and,  in  particular, 
the  requirements  of  section  6  of  the 
Act.®  Specifically,  the  Commission 
believes  that  the  proposal  is  consistent 
with  the  section  6(b)(5)  requirements 
regarding  the  prevention  of  fraudulent 
and  manipulative  acts  and  practices,  tha 
protection  of  investors,  and  the 
prevention  of  imfair  discrimination 
among  issuers. 

’The  NYSE  proposal  does  not  in  any 
way  amend  the  substantive  review  of 
subsequent  listing  applications 
performed  by  the  NYSE.’®  Instead,  the 
proposal  amends  various  sections  of  the 
Exchange’s  Listed  Company  Manual  in 
order  to  streamline  the  NYSE’s  review 
process.  As  a  result,  the  NYSE’s 
amendments  to  its  Listed  Company 
Manual  should  make  the  Exchange’s 
subsequent  listing  application 
procedures  more  efficient.  For  example, 
by  simplifying  the  subsequent  listing 
application  format  and  reducing  the 
number  of  required  copies  of  the  listed 
application  and  other  supporting 
documents,  the  Exchange  will  reduce 
the  paperwork  burden  on  issuers  and 
ease  the  NYSE’s  review  process.  As 
discussed  above,  the  NYSE  does  not 
currently  utilize  all  of  the  copies  it 
receives  in  connection  with  these 
applications.  Therefore,  requiring  fewer 
copies  should  lessen  the  paper  bmden, 
without  compromising  the  substantive 
review  process. 

The  Commission  likewise  believes 
that  deleting  certain  supporting 
documents  which  are  repetitive  of 
information  foimd  in  other  required 
documents,  as  well  as  deleting  certain 
documents  which  are  not  pertinent  to 
the  Exchange’s  review  process,  should 
further  streamline  the  process.  Also,  the 
Commission  believes  that  revising 
certain  paragraphs  in  the  Listed 
Company  Manual  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  prior  rule  changes 
approved  by  the  Commission  should 
make  it  easier  for  issuers  and  members 
to  find  the  relevant  information.  In 
addition,  the  Commission  believes  that 
expanding  the  Opinion  of  Counsel  to 
include  verification  that  the  appropriate 
legal  action  has  been  taken  with  respect 
to  the  issuance  and  listing  of  the  new 
securities  should  reduce  the  number  of 


•15  U.S.C.78f(1988). 

The  instant  proposal  does  not  amend  the 
Exchange's  initial  listing  process  or  initial 
substantive  listing  requirements. 
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documents  that  need  to  be  hied  with  the 
subsequent  listing  application. 

Moreover,  the  Commission  does  not 
believe  that  any  of  the  NYSE's  deletions 
to  its  subsequent  listing  application 
procedures  will  reduce  the  quality  or 
effectiveness  of  the  Exchange’s  review, 
nor  will  they  cause  unfair  discrimination 
among  issuers.  As  stated  above,  the 
NYSE  proposal  does  not  amend  the 
substantive  requirements  or  review  of 
the  subsequent  listing  application 
process  and  therefore  will  not 
compromise  the  integrity  of  the 
Exchange’s  subsequent  listing 
application  process,  not  cause  disparate 
treatment  among  issuers. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,*^  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  apiHoved. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authwity.** 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10695  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  M10-01-II 


[ReL  No.  IC-18686;  811-5923] 

Bell  Atlantic  Mutual  Funds,  Inc.;  Notice 
of  Application 

April  29, 1992. 

AGENCY:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  (“SEC”). 
action:  Notice  of  Application  for 
Deregistration  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (the  “Act”). 

applicant:  Bell  Atlantic  Mutual  Funds, 
Inc. 

RELEVANT  ACT  SECTION:  Section  8(f). 
SUMMARY  OF  APPLICATION:  Applicant 
seeks  an  order  declaring  that  it  has 
ceased  to  be  an  investment  company. 
RUNG  DATE:  The  application  was  filed 
on  March  25, 1992. 

HEARING  OR  NOTIFICATION  OF  HEARING: 

An  order  granting  the  application  will  be 
issued  unless  the  SEC  orders  a  hearing. 
Interested  persons  may  request  a 
hearing  by  writing  to  the  SEC’s 
Secretary  and  serving  applicant  with  a 
copy  of  Ae  request,  personally  or  by 
mail.  Hearing  requests  should  be 
received  by  the  SEC  by  5:30  p.m.  on  May 
26, 1992,  and  should  be  accompanied  by 
proof  of  service  on  the  applicant,  in  the 
form  of  an  affidavit  or,  for  lawyers,  a 
certiBcate  of  service.  Hearing  requests 
should  state  the  nature  of  the  writer’s 
interest,  the  reason  for  the  request,  and 
the  issues  contested.  Persons  who  wish 
to  be  notified  of  a  hearing  may  request 

‘  •  15  U.S.C.  788(b)(2)  (1988). 

>*  17  CFR  200.30-3(a)(12)  (1991). 


notiBcation  by  writing  to  the  SEC’s 
Secretary. 

ADDRESSES:  Secretary,  SEC.  450  Fifth 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20549. 
Applicant,  1717  Arch  Street,  47th  Floor, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19103. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Marc  Duffy,  Staff  Attorney,  (202)  272- 
2511,  or  C.  David  Messman,  Branch 
Chief,  (202)  272-3018  (Division  of 
Investment  Management,  OfBce  of 
Investment  Company  Regulation). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
following  is  a  summary  of  the 
application.  'The  complete  application 
may  be  obtained  for  a  fee  from  the 
SEC’s  Public  Reference  Branch. 

Applicant’s  Representations 

1.  Applicant  is  a  diversiBed  open-end 
management  company  incorporated 
under  the  laws  of  Maryland  and 
consisting  of  three  portfolios:  the  Money 
Market  Portfolio,  the  Bond  Portfolio,  and 
the  Equity  Portfolio  (the  "Portfolios”). 

On  October  6, 1989,  applicant  registered 
under  the  Act  by  Bling  a  NotiBcation  of 
Registration  pursuant  to  section  8(a).  On 
this  same  date,  applicant  filed  a 
registration  statement  on  Form  N-lA 
pursuant  to  section  8(b)  of  the  Act,  and 
registered  an  indeBnite  number  of 
shares  of  its  common  stock  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933.  Applicant’s 
registration  statement  was  declared 
effective  on  February  2, 1990,  and  its 
initial  public  offering  commenced  on 
February  6, 1990. 

2.  On  November  12, 1991,  applicant’s 
Board  of  Directors  approved  an 
Agreement  and  Plan  of  Reorganization 
(the  “Plan”)  between  the  applicant  and 
T.  Rowe  Price  Associates,  Inc.  (“T. 

Rowe  Price”)  and  recommended  that  the 
Plan  be  submitted  to  the  shareholders  of 
applicant’s  Portfolios  for  their  approval. 
Proxy  materials  relating  to  the  Plan 
were  mailed  to  shareholders  on 
December  23, 1991.  Such  proxy  materials 
were  included  in  the  Registration 
Statements  on  Form  N-14  filed  by  the 
following  investment  companies 
managed  by  T.  Rowe  Price:  Prime 
Reserve  Fund,  Inc.,  New  Income  Fund, 
Inc.,  and  Equity  Income  Fund  (the  “T. 
Rowe  Price  Funds”).  At  a  special 
meeting  held  on  January  24, 1992,  the 
holders  of  a  majority  of  the  outstanding 
shares  of  each  of  the  Portfolios 
approved  the  Plan. 

3.  On  February  10, 1992  (the  “Closing 
Date”),  applicant  transferred  the 
Portfolios’  assets  to  the  T.  Rowe  Price 
Funds  in  exchange  for  shares  issued  by 
the  T.  Rowe  Price  Funds.  Shares  of  the 
Money  Market  Portfolio  were  exchanged 
for  shares  of  the  Prime  Reserve  Fund, 
shares  of  the  Bond  Portfolio  were 


exchanged  for  shares  of  the  New  Income 
Fund,  and  shares  of  the  Equity  Portfolio 
were  exchanged  for  shares  of  the  Equity 
Income  Fund.  On  the  Closing  Date,  such 
shares  of  the  T.  Rowe  Price  Funds  were 
distributed  to  the  shareholders  of  the 
respective  Portfolios  in  liquidation  of 
each  such  Portfolio.  As  a  result  of  the 
exchange,  shareholders  of  the  respective 
Portfolios  became  owners  of  that 
number  of  full  and  Bactional  shares  of 
the  corresponding  T.  Rowe  Price  Fund 
having  an  aggregate  net  asset  value 
equal  to  the  aggregate  net  asset  value  of 
the  relevant  Portfolio. 

4.  As  of  the  Closing  Date,  applicant’s 
liabilities  consisted  of  $131,2^  relating 
to  accrued  expenses  of  the  Portfolios, 
including  but  not  limited  to  transfer 
agent,  custody,  and  legal  fees,  and 
$19,281  owed  by  the  Equity  Portfolio  to 
Bell  Atlantic  Capital  Advisors,  Inc. 
(“BACA”),  the  applicant’s  investment 
adviser,  as  a  result  of  an  over¬ 
reimbursement  by  BACA  to  the 
applicant  made  in  September  1991.  As  of 
the  date  of  the  application,  applicant 
had  approximately  $90,000  in  assets 
remaining  to  satisfy  its  liabilities.* 

5.  The  expenses  related  to  the  Plan, 
which  amounted  to  approximately 
$150,000,  were  borne  by  BACA.  These 
expenses  included  legal  fees,  costs 
associated  with  soliciting  proxies,  and 
expenses  related  to  audit  and 
accounting  services.  BACA  also 
reimbursed  applicant  for  all 
unamoitized  organizational  expenses 
totaling  $127,297. 

6.  At  the  time  of  filing  of  the 
application,  applicant  had  no  assets  or 
liabilities,  other  than  those  described 
above.  Applicant  has  no  shareholders 
and  is  not  a  party  to  any  litigation  or 
administrative  proceedings.  Applicant  is 
not  engaged  in,  nor  does  it  propose  to 
engage  in,  any  business  activities  other 
than  those  necessary  for  the  winding  up 
of  its  affairs.  Applicant  intends  to  file 
Articles  of  Dissolution  with  the 
Maryland  State  Department  of 
Assessments. 

For  the  SEC,  by  the  Division  of  Investment 
Management,  under  delegated  authority. 
Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10693  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNQ  CODE  MtO-OI-M 


‘  In  a  supplemental  letter  dated  April  24. 1992, 
counsel  for  applicant  indicated  that  as  of  the  date  of 
the  application  the  applicant  had  paid  a  number  of 
its  liabilities  that  had  existed  as  of  the  Closing  Date 
and,  therefore,  applicant’s  assets  as  of  the  date  of 
the  application  were  less  than  its  outstanding 
liabilities  as  of  the  earlier  Closing  Date. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Environmental  Impact  Statement, 
Corridor  L  (US  19),  Nicholas  County 
High  School  to  1-79,  Nicholas  and 
Braxton  Counties,  WV 

AGENCY:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent. 

SUMMARY:  The  FHWA  is  issuing  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  that  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  highway  project 
in  the  Summersville  District  and 
Hamilton  District  in  Nicholas  County 
and  the  Otter  District  in  Braxton 
County,  West  Virginia, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Billy  R.  Higginbotham,  Division 
Administrator,  Federal  Highway 
Administration,  550  Eagan  Street  suite 
300,  Charleston,  West  Virginia  25301, 
Telephone  (304)  348-3093. 

Mr.  Ben  L.  Hark,  Division  of 
Highways,  West  Virginia  Department  of 
Transportation,  State  Capitol  Complex, 
Building  5,  Charleston,  West  Virginia 
25305,  Telephone  (304)  558-3236. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
FHWA,  in  cooperation  with  the  West 
Virginia  Department  of  Transportation, 
will  prepare  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (EIS)  for  a  proposed 
reconstruction  for  capacity  and  safety  of 
the  existing  two-lane  United  States 
Route  19  (US  19)  to  a  four-lane,  partially 
controlled  access  facility  from  just  north 
of  the  Nicholas  County  High  School  near 
Summersville  to  Interstate  79  (1-79).  This 
approximate  25-mile  section  is  part  of 
Appalachian  Corridor  L.  The  proposed 
reconstruction  primarily  includes  the 
expansion  of  the  existing  right-of-way  to 
allow  for  the  addition  of  two  lanes  and  a 
median  strip,  either  to  the  east  or  west 
side  of  existing  US  19.  In  some 
mountainous  areas,  an  additional 
climbing  lane  may  be  added.  Two 
alternative  sections  are  on  new  right-of- 
way. 

Access  to  nearby  recreation  facilities 
is  a  primary  consideration.  Pursuant  to 
this,  functional,  operational  and 


physical  deficiencies  of  exiting  US  29; 
and  significant  traffic  changes  to  date 
and  proposed — including  major  truck 
traffic — compel  this  action. 

Project  alternatives  will  involve  the 
No-Action  Alternative,  the 
Transportation  System  Management 
(TSM)  Alternative,  and  a  combination  of 
Build  Alternatives.  The  Build 
Alternatives  are  identified  according  to 
two  portions,  the  southern  portion  from 
just  north  of  the  Nicholas  County  High 
School  to  Birch  River,  and  the  northern 
portion  from  Birch  River  to  1-79.  The 
northern  portion  is  primarily  through 
mountainous  terrain,  often  where 
streams  have  already  been  relocated  to 
build  existing  US  19.  The  southern 
portion  also  traverses  mountainous 
terrain  but  is  less  constrained  by 
streams  and  narrow  valley  walls. 
Wetlands  are  more  of  a  constraint  in  the 
southern  portion. 

Generally,  one  alternative  can  be 
identified  as  parallel  to  and  west  of 
existing  US  19,  with  a  40-foot,  wide 
median.  Alternative  sections  have  been 
generated  with  12-foot  wide  medians 
and  other  sections  have  been  located  to 
the  west  of  existing  RT 19  to  evade 
environmental  or  engineering 
constraints.  At  times,  the  existing 
roadbed  will  be  used  for  northbound 
lanes  and  at  other  times  for  southbound 
lanes,  again  to  avoid  environmental  or 
engineering  problems.  In  the  northern 
portion,  one  alternative  has  two  sections 
that  are  constructed  on  entirely  new 
right-of-way. 

The  EIS  will  assess  the  alternatives 
and  their  environmental  effects  through 
detailed  studies  of  socioeconomic, 
natural,  visual,  and  cultural  resoiu'ces; 
air  quality:  noise  impacts;  energy 
utilization;  hazardous  wastes;  utilities: 
and  permitting.  Joint  development 
prospects,  the  relationship  between 
local  short-term  uses  of  man’s 
environment  and  the  maintenance  and 
enhancement  of  long-term  productivity, 
and  any  irreversible  and  irretrievable 
commitments  of  resources  which  would 
be  involved  in  the  proposed  action  will 
be  determined. 

A  Plan  of  Study  describing  the 
proposed  action  and  studies,  and 
soliciting  comments  will  be  forwarded 


to  appropriate  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies.  Agencies  have  already  been 
invited  to  attend  design  location  field 
reviews  held  on  November  14, 1991  and 
December  19, 1991  where  aspects  of  the 
proposed  action  were  discussed.  The 
draft  EIS  will  be  available  for  public  and 
agency  review  and  comment. 

To  ensure  that  the  full  range  of  issues 
related  to  this  proposed  action  are 
addressed  and  all  significant  issues 
identified,  comments  and  suggestions 
are  invited  from  all  interested  parties. 
Comments  and  questions  concerning 
this  proposed  action  and  the  EIS  should 
be  directed  to  the  FHWA  or  West 
Virginia  Department  of  Transportation 
at  the  address  provided  above. 

Billy  R.  Higginbotham, 

Division  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10657  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLINQ  CODE  4t10-22-M 


Federal  Railroad  Administration 

Environmentai  Impact  Statement  for 
the  Texas  High-Speed  Rail  Project 

agency:  Federal  Railroad 
Administration,  Texas  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority. 

action:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement, 
correction  notice. 

summary:  On  April  10, 1992,  the  Federal 
Railroad  Administration  (FRA)  and  the 
Texas  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
(THSRA)  announced  their  intention  to 
prepare  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (EIS)  in  accordance  with  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA)  on  the  proposed  Texas 
High-Speed  Rail  Project  (Project)  (57  FR 
12546).  In  the  notice  of  intent,  FRA  and 
THSRA  announced  a  schedule  of  public 
scoping  meetings  in  areas  effected  by 
the  proposed  project.  FRA  and  THSRA 
have  made  certain  changes  to  the  list  of 
scoping  meetings  and  in  the  interest  of 
clarifying  the  schedule  and  location,  a 
corrected  list  is  reprinted  in  its  entirety 
below. 

dates:  Public  scoping  meetings  will  be 
held  from  2  p.m.  to  10  p.m.,  on  the  dates 
and  at  the  locations  indicated  below: 


County 

Oty 

Locatioa  street  address,  directions 

Date 

Austin . 

Austin  Courrty  Fairgrournls.  Women’s  Exhibit  Building,  Highway  159,  On  highway  159  East  one  mile  east  ol 
Town  Squam 

June  3. 1992. 

June  18.  1992. 

RciH 

town. 

June  10. 199Z 

ISfBnSSffilllll 

May  28. 1992. 

May  12. 1992. 

M^  14. 1992. 

June  10. 1992. 

Knights  of  Columbus  Hall,  1136  MHam . . . - . 

June  2.  1992. 
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County 


City 


Location,  street  address,  directions 


Date 


Comal . 

Dallas . 

New  Braunfels .. 
Dallas . 

Ellis . 

IvmWISrBBi 

Falls . 

WestDhaha . ! 

njPiM 

Navasota . 

Hili . 

Johnson . 

Cleburne . 

Lee . 

GiddiTKis . 

Leon . 

Limestone . 

Madison . 

McLennan . 

Milam . 

Cameron . 

Robertson . 

Heaune . 

Travis . 

Waller . 

Washington . 

Wharton . 

Brenham . 

Wharton . 

Williamson . 

Georgetown . 

Civic  Center,  380  S.  Seguin,  Downtown  6  blocks  oH  of  35 . 

Convention  Center,  650  S.  Griffin . 

Southwestern  College,  1200  Sycamore,  5  blocks  west  of  Ferris  Avenue . 

Church  of  the  Visitation  Parish  Hall,  On  FM  Road  320  on  the  edge  of  town . 

Knights  of  Columbus  Hall,  Highway  7  EasL  On  the  edge  of  town . - . 

Knights  of  Columbus  Hall,  190  S.  Brown . 

B  Building/County  Fairgrounds,  4310  Highway  36  South,  Located  1  mile  from  59 . 

VFW  Hall,  5872  VFW  Street  Highway  488 . 

Gorueles  High  School  Cafeteria,  Highway  90A  Bypass  (Sara  Dewitt  Drive),  183— first  light— left-arourHl  bypass 
takes  you  to  High  School. 

VFW,  Highway  105  West  Just  out  of  Navasota  on  highway  105  West . 

Guadalupe  County  Coliseum,  810  S.  Guadalupe . 

Marriott  West  Loop,  1750  West  Loop  South,  By  the  Galleria  Mall . 

San  Marcos  High  School  Cafeteria  1301  S.  Seguin  Highway . 

Our  Lady  of  Mercy  Catholic  Church,  Fellowship  Hall,  Off  Interstate  35,  exit  368,  North  end  of  West  access  road .. 

One  Center,  1501  W.  Henderson . 

American  Legion  Hall,  Highway  77  South,  1  mile  south  of  Giddings . 

Community  Center,  Lassiter  Street  off  Highway  75  South,  %  mile  from  downtown,  south  on  Highway  75 . 

Groesbeck  CJivic  Cwter,  105  E.  Navastota,  Near  downtown . 

Woodbine  Hotel,  209  N.  Madison,  Down  from  Courthouse . 

Convention  Center.  100  Washington  Ave.,  Comer  of  University  Parks  Drive  &  Washington  Ave . 

VFW  Hall,  VFW  Post  2010,  807  N.  Houston . 

First  Christian  Church,  3500  Loop  336  West  On  Loop  336  between  105  &  2854 . 

Corsicana  High  School,  West  Highway  22 . . . 

Fireman’s  Hall.  FM  485, 1  mile  north  off  Highway  190  West . 

Amon  G.  Carter  Exhibits  Halt  3401  Crestline  Street . 

Hilton  Hotel,  600  Middle  Fiskville  Road,  Off  Interstate  35  and  290  in  North  Austin . 

Walker  Ckxjnty  Fairgrounds.  Main  Building,  Highway  30  West . 

Prairie  View  A&M  University,  Alumni  Center,  West  Wing,  On  Highway  290  East  3Vk  miles  east  of  Hempstead  at 
the  intersection  with  FM  road  1098. 

Firemen’s  Training  Center,  Off  290  Loop  West . 

Civic  Center,  Main  Halt  1924  N.  Fultort  6  blocks  from  Courthouse . 

San  Gabriel  (Community  Center,  San  Gabriel  Park  Road,  San  Gabrial  Park  North  of  downtown . . 


May  27, 1992. 
June  16, 1992. 
June  18, 1992. 
Jurte  8, 1992. 
June  9, 1992. 
June  11, 1992. 
May  20.  1992. 
June  4, 1992. 
June  9,  1992, 

May  28,  1992. 
May  26.  1992. 
May  21, 1992. 
June  17, 1992. 
June  23. 1992. 
June  24.  1992. 
June  24, 1992. 
June  2, 1992. 
June  11. 1992. 
May  13, 1992. 
June  25, 1992. 
June  23, 1992. 
May  27, 1992. 
June  3,  1992. 
May  14, 1992. 
June  17. 1992. 
June  16. 1992. 
May  26,  1992. 
May  19, 1992. 

May  13.  1992. 
June  4, 1992. 
June  25, 1992. 


PUBUC  SCOPING  MEETINGS:  As  indicated 
in  the  notice  of  intent,  the  scoping 
meetings  will  use  an  open  house  format 
between  2  p.m.  and  10  p.m.  during  which 
time  interested  parties  can  discuss  and 
comment  on  the  proposed  project  and  its 
alternatives.  At  7  p.m.,  a  group  meeting 
will  be  convened  which  will  include  a 
brief  presentation  to  include  an 
overview  of  the  proposed  project  and 
the  EIS  process.  At  that  time,  there  will 
be  an  opportunity  to  make  comments  in 
a  group  setting.  All  comments  received 
throughout  the  day  will  be  made  part  of 
the  administrative  record  for  the  EIS 
and  will  be  evaluated  as  part  of  the 
scoping  process. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

David  B.  Barrows  or  R.  Clint  Miller 

Woodward-Clyde  Consultants 

P.O.  Box  684594 

Austin,  Texas  78760-4594 

(800)  998-7787 

or 

Mark  E.  Yachmetz, 

Federal  Railroad  Administration  (RDV- 
1) 

400  Seventh  Street  SW. 

Washington  DC  20590 
(202)  368-6593 
or 

Steven  Polunsky 

Texas  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
Suite  1502 

823  Congress  Avenue 


Austin,  Texas  78701 
(512)  478-5484 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

summary,  FRA  and  THSRA  have  made 
a  series  of  changes  to  the  scoping 
meeting  locations,  times,  and  dates  in 
the  following  counties:  Austin  (clarify 
directions),  Burleson  (change  meeting 
date  from  May  14th  to  May  13),  Falls 
(correct  directions).  Fort  Bend  (correct 
City  reference),  Gonzales  (street 
adi-ess).  Grimes)  (correct  City 
reference),  Harris  (expand  on 
directions),  Leon  (expand  on  street 
location),  Madison  (correct  street 
address],  Robertson  (correct  City 
reference,  correct  street  address  and 
directions),  Tarrant  (correct  street 
address].  Walker  (correct  directions]. 
Waller  (correct  City  reference,  correct 
street  address],  and  Washington  (correct 
street  address,  change  meeting  date 
from  May  13th  to  May  14th).  For  further 
information  regarding  any  of  the 
changes  or  the  scoping  meetings  in 
general,  please  contact  one  of  the 
individuals  listed  above. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC  on  May  1, 1992. 
lames  T.  McQueen, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Railroad 
Development 

(FR  Doc.  92-10632  Filed  5-8-92;  8:45  am] 
BtLUNG  CODE  4910-46-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Public  Information  Collection 
Requirements  Submitted  to  0MB  for 
Review 

Date:  May  1, 1992. 

The  Department  of  Treasury  has 
submitted  the  following  public 
information  collection  requirement(s)  to 
OMB  for  review  and  clearance  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 
Public  Law  96-511.  Copies  of  the 
submission(s)  may  be  obtained  by 
calling  the  Treasury  Bureau  Clearance 
Officer  listed.  Comments  regarding  this 
information  collection  should  be 
addressed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  listed 
and  to  the  Treasury  Department 
Clearance  Officer,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  room  3171  Treasury  Annex, 
1500  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20220. 

Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt 

OMB  Number:  1535-0094. 

Form  Number:  None. 

Type  of  Review:  Extension. 

Title:  Regulations  Governing 
Pasrments  by  the  Automated  Clearing 
House  Method  on  Account  of  United 
States  Securities. 

Description:  The  information  is 
needed  in  order  to  make  payments  to 
investors  in  United  States  securities  by 
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the  Automated  Clearance  House  (ACH) 
method.  Information  will  be  provided  by 
investors,  financial  institutions,  Federal 
Reserve  Banks,  and  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury. 

Respondents:  Individuals  or 
households.  State  or  local  governments. 
Businesses  or  other  for-profit.  Non-profit 
institutions. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 
256,107. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 
Response:  5  minutes. 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion. 
Estimated  Total  Reporting  Burden: 
21,257  hours. 

Clearance  Officer:  Rita  DeNagy  (202) 
874-1148,  Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt, 
room  137,  BEP  Annex,  300 13th  Street, 
SW.,  Washii^on,  DC  20239-0001. 

OMB  Reviewer:  Milo  Sunderhauf 
(202)  395-6880,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  room  3001,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 
Lois  K.  Holland, 

Departmental  Reports  Management  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.  92-10675  Filed  5-6-92:  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-40-U 


UNITED  STATES  INFORMATION 
AGENCY 

Group  Projects  for  International 
Visitor  Grantees 

agency:  United  States  Information 
Agency. 

action:  Notice — cancellation  request  for 
proposals. 


Cancellation 

The  U.S.  Information  Agency  finds  it 
necessary  to  cancel  one  of  the  Group 
Projects  for  which  it  issued  a  Request 
for  Proposals,  published  in  the  F^eral 
Register  on  September  23, 1991,  Volume 
56,  Number  184,  Page  47992.  Because  of 
a  lack  of  response  from  the  U.S. 
Embassies  on  which  we  rely  to 
nominate  participants  for  group  projects, 
we  will  be  unable  to  conduct  the  Multi- 
Regional  Project,  “Community 
Development:  The  U.S.  Experience,” 
scheduled  for  September  14-October  9, 
1992.  The  deadline  for  submission  of 
proposals  was  to  have  been  June  22, 
1992. 

Dated:  May  1, 1992. 

Barry  Fulton, 

Deputy  Associate  Director,  Bureau  of 
Educational  and  Cultural  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10691  Filed  5-6-92:  8:45  am) 
BIUJNG  CODE  e23O-01-« 


DEPARTMENT  OF  VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 

Cooperative  Studies  Evaluation 
Committee;  Charter  Renewal 

This  gives  notice  under  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463) 
of  October  6, 1972,  that  the  Department 
of  Veterans  Affairs  Cooperative  Studies 
Evaluation  Committee  has  been 
renewed  for  a  2-year  period  beginning 
April  22, 1992,  through  April  22, 1994. 


Dated:  April  27. 1992. 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary. 

Diane  H.  Landis, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10633  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  832(Ht1-M 


Advisory  Committee  on  Structural 
Safety  of  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs  Facilities;  Charter  Renewal 

This  gives  notice  under  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  92- 
463)  of  October  6, 1972,  that  the 
Structural  Safety  of  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs  Facilities  has  been 
renewed  for  a  2-year  period  beginning 
April  23, 1992,  through  April  23, 1994. 

Dated:  April  27. 1992. 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary. 

Diane  H.  Landis, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10634  Filed  5-6-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  S320-01-M 
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Sunshine  Act  Meetings 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Act"  (Pub.  L  94-409)  5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(3). 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:00  a.m.,  Tuesday, 
May  26, 1992. 

PLACE:  2033  K  St.  NW..  Washington,  DC, 
Lower  Lobby  Hearing  Room. 
status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Application  of  the  Chicago  Board  of  Trade 
for  contract  designation  in  Ferrous  Scrap 
futures. 

Part  3,  Registration  Requirements — final 
rules. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  lean  A.  Webb,  254-6314. 
lean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  92-10871  Filed  5-5-92;  3:31  pm] 
MLUNG  cooe  63S1-01-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:30  a.m.,  Tuesday, 
May  26, 1992. 

place:  2033  K  St.  NW..  Washington,  DC, 
8th  Floor  Conference  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Enforcement  Matters. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jean  A.  Webb,  254-6314. 
Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc  92-10872  Filed  5-5-92:  3:31  pm] 
BILLWQ  COOE  S351-01-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  11:00  a.m.,  Tuesday, 
May  26. 1992. 

PLACE:  2033  K  St.  NW.,  Washington.  DC. 
8th  Floor  Conference  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Rule 
Enforcement  review. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jean  A.  Webb.  254-6314. 
Jean  A  Webb. 

Secretory  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10873  Filed  5-5-92;  3:31  pm] 
BiLUNQ  CODE  nSI-OI-M 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
DATE  AND  TIME:  Tuesday,  May  12, 1992, 
10:00  a.m. 

place:  999  E  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  This  Meeting  Will  Be  Closed  to 
the  Public. 

ITEMS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED: 

Compliance  matters  pursuant  to  2  U.S.C. 

S  437g. 

Audits  conducted  pursuant  to  2  U.S.C.  S  437g, 
S  438(b].  and  Title  26,  U.S.C. 

Matters  concerning  participation  in  civil 
actions  or  proceedings  or  arbitration 
Internal  personnel  rules  and  procedures  or 
matters  ejecting  a  particular  employee. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Thursday,  May  14, 1992, 
10:00  a.m. 

PLACE:  999  E  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  (Ninth  Floor). 

STATUS:  This  Meeting  Will  Be  Open  to 
the  Public. 

ITEMS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED: 

Correction  and  Approval  of  Minutes 
Title  26  Certification  Matters 
Advisory  Opinion  1992-13:  Mr.  James  M. 
Blackburn 

Advisory  Opinion  1992-14;  Representative 
Dan  Burton 
Status  of  Regulations 
Procedures  on  Tally  Vote  Circulations 
Administrative  Matters 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Mr.  Fred  Eiland,  Press  Officer, 
Telephone:  (202)  376-3155. 

Delores  Harris, 

Administrati  ve  Assistant. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10864  Filed  5-5-92;  2:47  pm] 
BILLINQ  COOE  671S-01-M 


BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF  THE  FEDERAL 
RESERVE  SYSTEM 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
May  13, 1992. 

PLACE:  Marriner  S.  Eccles  Federal 
Reserve  Board  Building,  C  Street 
entrance  between  20th  and  21st  Streets, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20551. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Personnel  actions  (appointments, 
promotions,  assigiunents,  reassignments,  and 
salary  actions)  involving  individual  Federal 
Reserve  System  employees. 

2.  Any  items  forward  from  a  previously 
announced  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne. 
Assistant  to  the  Board;  (202)  452-3204. 
You  may  call  (202)  452-3207,  beginning 


at  approximately  5  p.m.  two  business 
days  before  this  meeting,  for  a  recorded 
announcement  of  bank  and  bank 
holding  company  applications  scheduled 
for  the  meeting. 

Dated:  May  5, 1992. 

William  W.  Wiles, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10836  Filed  5-5-92;  2:22  pm] 
BILUNG  COOE  SSIO-OI-M 


LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION  BOARD 
OF  DIRECTORS 

OFFICE  OF  THE  INSPECTOR  GENERAL  - 
OVERSIGHT  COMMITTEE 
TIME  AND  date:  May  17, 1992, 
commencing  at  4:(X)  p.m. 
place:  The  Marriott  Suites  Alexandria, 
801  North  St.  Asaph  Street,  The 
Conference  Center,  Alexandria,  Virginia 
22314,  (703)  836-4700. 

STATUS  OF  MEETING:  Open,  except  that  a 
portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  closed 
pursuant  to  a  majority  vote  of  the  Board 
of  Directors  to  be  taken  prior  to  the 
Committee  meeting.  During  the  closed 
session,  the  Committee  will  hear  and 
consider  reports  by  the  Inspector 
General  regarding  the  status  of  current 
investigations  being  handled  by  the 
Office  of  the  Inspector  General,  as  well 
as  personnel  matters  related  to  that 
office.  The  closing  will  be  authorized  by 
the  relevant  section  of  the  Government 
in  the  Sunshine  Act  [5  U.S.C.  Section 
552(b)(7),  (6)  and  (2)],  and  the 
corresponding  regulation  of  the  Legal 
Services  Corporation  [45  C.F.R.  Section 
1622.5  (f),  (e)  and  (a)].  The  closing  will 
be  certified  by  the  Corportion’s  General 
Counsel  as  authorized  by  the  above- 
cited  provisions  of  law.  A  copy  of  the 
General  Counsel’s  certification  is  posted 
for  public  inspection  at  the 
Corporation’s  headquarters,  located  at 
400  Virginia  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20024,  in  its  three  reception  areas, 
and  is  otherwise  available  upon  request. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

OPEN  session: 

1.  Approval  of  Agenda. 

2.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  February  16, 1992 
Meeting. 

3.  Consideration  of  Inspector  General’s 
Semiannual  Report  Covering  the  Period  of 
October  1, 1991  to  March  30, 1992. 

4.  Consideration  of  Draft  Management 
Response  to  the  Inspector  General's 
Semiannual  Report  Covering  the  Period  of 
October  1, 1991  to  March  30, 1992. 
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5.  Consideration  of  Inspector  General’s 
Mid-Year  Report. 

6.  Consideration  of  the  Office  of  the 
Inspector  General’s  Audit  Management  Plan. 

7.  Consideration  of  the  Office  of  the 
Inspector  General’s  Investigative  Reporting 
Process. 

CLOSED  session: 

8.  Consideration  of  Report  on  Current 
Investigations  of  the  Office  of  the  Inspector 
General. 

9.  Consideration  of  Report  on  Office  of  the 
Inspector  General  Personnel  Matters. 

OPEN  session:  (.Resumed) 

10.  Ratification  of  Action  Taken  at  the 
Committee’s  February  16, 1992  Meeting. 

a.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  January  12, 
1992  Meeting. 

11.  Considertion  of  Motion  to  Adjourn 
Meeting. 


CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Patricia  D.  Batie,  Executive  Office,  (202) 
863-1839. 

Date  Issued:  May  5, 1992. 

Patricia  D.  Batie, 

Corporate  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10865  Filed  5-5-92;  2:48  pm] 
BILUNQ  CODE  7050-«1-M 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINIS’TRA'nON 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 
May  14, 1992. 

PLACE:  Filene  Board  Room  7th  Floor, 
1776  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20456. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  Previous  Closed 
Meeting. 


2.  Administrative  Action  under  Section  206 
of  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act.  Closed 
pursuant  to  exemptions  (8),  (9)(A)(ii],  and 
(9)(B). 

3.  Administrative  Action  under  Sections 
205  and/or  207  of  the  Federal  Credit  Union 
Act.  Closed  pursuant  to  exemptions  (8), 
(9)(A)(ii).  and(9)(B). 

4.  Appeal  by  Credit  Union  of  Insurance 
Determination.  Closed  pursuant  to 
exemptions  (8),  (9](A](ii),  and  (9)(B). 

5.  Proposed  Changes  to  Delegations  of 
Authority.  Closed  pursuant  to  exemptions  (2) 
and  (9)(B). 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Becky 
Baker,  Secretary  of  the  Board, 

Telephone  (202)  682-9600. 

Becky  Baker, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-10866  Filed  5-5-92;  2:49  pm] 
BILUNC  CODE  753S51-M 


